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Continued from No. 38. \| law of ts own, or aliering a State law. Yet Con- ding counties. Such divisions as might otherwire 
it, and whose elections may come on, under exist- {| gress assumes to act; and that, not by making a be required, would be in some States impraciica- 
ing laws, before a stated meeting of their Legisia- || law, or allering a law, but by commanding the ble, according to the requirements of thi> proviso; 
tures. Half the States ia the Union were in that {| States to alter their own legislation. Thus, the for, in many of them the census was not taken in 
condition. Others were ina still more difficult posi || condact of Congress is doubly unconstitutional— subdivisions, but in whole counties. For thece 


tion—in the position of impossibility cf complying |; first, by as-aming power where i has none; and, reasons, and these alone, he wished the vote to be 
withthe mandate of Congress,even if willing to obey next, by commanding the States to act, instead of reconsidered; and, if reconsidered, he would vole 
it. He alluded to Louisiana 2nd Missouri; one of || acting itself. This double unconstitutionality is to strike out the amendment. 


which held her electioa on the first Monday in Joly, || egeravated by the mode of acting; by the delays Mr. BUCHANAN said: Mr. President, I pre- 
the other the first Monday in August. In both || which have occurred; by assuming authority and || same you know, as well as any other Senator on 
States compliance wa: impossible. The bill is not || guardianship over the States; by meddling in 4 do- this floor, that it is utterly vain to debate the pres- 
yet passed, and mzy oi get through all the forms 1] mestic question; by laying Staies under the n-ces- || ent question. It has already been decided; and 
for a week or two .ocome. It can hardly beheard || sity of called sessions of their Legislatures; and, in the vote of yesterday will be recc sidered and re- 
of in Louisiana. {n Missouri it would be impos- \| the case of Missouri, requiring a physical impos- versed by the vote of the Senate to-day. 
sible to couvoke the Legislature in ume, either to || sibili'y. I do not, therefore, rise to discuss the question; 
district the State, or to postpone the election. Toe || Mr. B. appealed to the gentlemen of the other |! but merely to present to the Senate and to the 
Governor cannot postpone the election; the Legis- || side to content themselves with the exercise of un- || country a faithful picture of our proceedings, or 
lainre alone could do it, and there isnotime io || doubted rights, and not provoke a collision with || rather of what they will be before the close of the 
convene it for tht parpose. The election must || the States by doing an unconstitutional thing—and |} present day, 

take place. A law ot the State, made under the | that, in a way to make the mode of acting fully as The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Coustituiion of the United States, requires it to be | offensive as the thing done. Missouri (Mir. Benton] yesterday was so palpably 


held on the first Monday in August. The officers 


Mr. TAPPAN explained the circumstances un- proper, that it seemed at once to be hailed by the 
of the Siate must open the polls; the people have a 


|| der which the State of Ohio would be placed, |] general concurrence of the Senate. It was plainiy 


right to vote; and, if one man votes, itisanelec- || should this bill be passed without the amendment necessary for the purpose of carrying out the prin- 
tion. And isit to be set aside by Congress? Is || of the Senator from Missouri. Had the second |} ciple of the bill. Upona solemn vote, on the ayes 
it to be nullified? Is it to be treated asifit had || section of the bill been left in its original form, it and noes, only ter: Senators of the whole body re- 
never taken place? Mr. B. believed that was the || would be doubtful whether the districts should be || corded their votes against it. This was nol all. 
phrase used in Pennsylvania, in time of the buck- | made uniform with respect to territory, or with re- After a considerable interval of time, the same 
shot war. || spect to population; but the amendment puts it be- question agaia recurred, on the question of concur- 
[Mr. Bucnanan said yes; the election was || yondany doubt. By striking out this amendment, || ting with the committe of the whole ia their re- 
proposed to be treated as if it had never taken || political parties are invited to make caucus dis- || port. After debate, this amendment was azain 
place. ] || triets. If a political party, controlling the Legis- || adopted, by another solemn vote on the ayes and 
And Congress (said Mr. Bexton) propose to || lature, wished to cut off the influence of an antag. || noes; but sixteen then voting against it. 
treat the election in Missouri as it it bad never || Onist party, having an ascendency—in the Western Thus Senators were twice solemnly committed 
taken place; and that, for not complying with an || Reserve, in Ohio, for instance—it could make that || yesterday in favor of this amendment. And what 
act of Congress, where it was a demonsirated and || R-serve a single district, and give five or six, or || will be their condition to-day, unless I greatly mis- 
acknowledged impossibility to comply with it. || any other number of Representatives, within the || take the signs of the times? These very Senators 
Mr. B. said, history recorded the acts of a tyrant |; number limited to the State, toa section contain will turn about to-day, and vote upon the ayes and 
who wrote his edicts in sma!l letters, and then | ing less population. The rejection of this amend- noes in direet opposition to their votes of yester- 
placed them on the tops of high columns, where no- || ment now, by a reconsideration, places the matter |} day. The rec rd, when made up, will preseni this 
body could read them; and then punisbed people || on a worse ground than ifit never had been adopt- || astonishing spectacle. Whether this sudden and 
for disobeying them. ‘What was very tyrannical: || ed. It goes to show that the Senate of the United || siriking inconsistency will not tend to impair the 
but this conduct of Congress is worse; for the col- States sanciions and approves of inequalities in || justly high standing of individual Senators, as well 
umn might possibly have been climbed by some, || districts. as of the whole body, I shall leave to the country to 
and the edict read: but, in this case, no one can | Mr. TALLMADGE, in reply, observed, thathe || determine. 
read our act before it is passed, nor obey it when || appreended no difficulty in the arrangement. But whence this new light which bas burst upon 
there is not time to do so. || The Legislatures would have plenty of time to || Senators? Ido not positively know, but I shall 


Mr. B. said the mandamus section was uncon- || conform to this Jaw. hazard a conjecture with a great degree of confi- 
stitutional, and made more odious by the manner || 


}| It was not necessary for him to open up the |} dence. No powercould have produced such an 
of passing it. It was clear that Congress had no || genera! subject pgain; and he should, therefore, extraordinary and sudden conversion, exccpi the 
power over the elections, except to supply the de- || confine himself to a very few observations in rela- power of a king who has reigned in these halls, 
fect or miscondactof ihe States. Here Mr. B. read || tion to his motion to reconsider the vote of yester- with omnipotent sway, since the commencemen! of 
a passage from General Hamiiton’s speech in the || day ordering the bill to be engrossed fora third the late extra session:—I refer to king Caucus. He 
convention of 1787, and another passaze from Mr. | reading. ri deals with refrac’ory subjects in a most efficient 
Rufus King’s speech, to sustain his position. The and summary manner. He can change an atficm- 


t Tne Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] imagines F 
passages quoted were in these words: ative vote of yesterday into a negative vote of to- 


the pending motion, to ;tcon<ider the vote adopting 


“All must admit the possibility, in case the General Govern- the an:endment of the Seaator from Missouri, if | day; and there is no appea! from his mandates. 
pie ta pine aye deogelrins _ eee nee ae succesful, an| followed up by a vote rejecting || I is vain, therefore, to resist the execution ol 
should not beengrufted on what might possibly vAti.?—Gen. that amendment, will leave the sccond clause « this decree; aad it is vain to say, in the language 
Hamilton. a ea ae | the bill in a cundition to operate as 2n invitatioa to | ot the Senator from Missonri, that, with a fall 
en cuPposed the Legislatures woul constantly cho sem. |) Tegislatures in the haads of political pariisans to || knowiedge of the consequences, you are about to 
terest; and that they inig.it even devise modes of election that make such inequalities in the distribution of dis- || provoke a contect between Federal and State au- 
would be subversive of the end in ciew.’—Mr. R. Irving. tricts as to insure their party ascendency. He | thority, which may prove extiemely dangerous to 

Mr. B. said, here was the reason for this grant even imagined this inequality to the eytent of ma- our institutions; and this, without the slichtest ue- 
of power: It was first to keep the Federal Gov- || king the whole, Western Reserve of the State of Ohio |] cessity. It would have been easy fer you to have 


ernment alive after the States dwindied into noth- 
ing, and ceased to provide for the Federal elec- 
tions; and, nevt, to correct the perverse legislation || had no idea that ihe Legislature of Ohio would, 
of the States on the subject. General Hamilton gave || or indeed could, do any such thing. The Western 
a.eason why Congress shou!d make regulations: Mr. {| Reserve would not be without its Representatives 
' 


a single district, with a view of crushing an antag- 


avoided any such collision, by excep'ing from the 
onist party in that section of the State. Now, he 


operation of the bill those States which cannot 


now, by possibility, obey your law. But you will 
rush madly on, in full view of these consequences; 
and this amendment, which you have twce so!- 
emnly sustained, will be rejected, for the purpose 
of depriving the House of Represeatatives of the 


King gave reasons why it should alfer them; and || in the Legislature to protect its rights; and if the 
here was found the reason for the two phrases Representatives of other sections attempted any 


IE 
aiteiememeiioe — 


alter.” Thus, Congress was not to interfere at all 


fectually check them. But, independent cf these 
in these elections—not to meddle at all with this | 


checks, he had too much faith in the patriotism of 


Mr. TALLMADGE did not know what would 
be the result of this vote to reconsider; bat he was 





domestic concern, until the States came to noth- || the Representatives of the people in their General || encouraged to hope it would be successful, by the 
ing, and ceased to make laws for the Congress || Assemblies,to imagine for a moment that any such prophetic tone of the remarks just made by the 
elections; or until they became perverse, and de- || designs would be contemplated, much less carried || Senator from Penusylvania, who had such a happy 
vised medes of election to subvert the end in view. into effect. 


gift of foretelling what was sure to happen. 

The Senator has said a good deal about the snb- 
jection of gentlemen on this fluor to the commands 
of king Caucus; and it was not for him (Mr. T.) 
to doubt the Senater’s right to speak authoritatively 


It was on these conditions that Congress got juris- The only consequence of the rejection of this 
diction of the question. Neither of the coniingen- amendment will be a beneficial one: it will leave 
cies has occurred. The case has not arisen in the Legislatures free to make such discretionary 
which Congress can act at all, even by making a arrangements as will avoid the necessity of ¢ivi- 


found in the Constitution—the phrases, “make or {| such oppression, their own constituents wouid ef- f of arresting this dangerous policy. 
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1 a subject susceptible of all the lights of expe- 
rience. ‘this king Caucus might rule with as much 
lespotism as he pleased on the other side, but he 
protested against his friends being judged of by the 
experience of their political opponents. He could 
assure the Senator that the commands of king Cau- 


cus never had any effect on him, even when he 

'io that party; nor sho uld they at any 
time, pretent or future. He was not aware that 
any of his friends could be influenced by such 
commands. 

With respect to the immediate question at issue, 
he woullask, were not many of the State Legisla- 
t 11 the hands of the Democratic party, even 
iu the Jargestof the States? And if be was willing to 


ave the discretionary power of arranging the dis- 


iricts in their hands, was it not a strong evidence 
that he sincerely held no apprehensions that the ar- 
ranoement would be governed by party motives; 


or, if 


> had, that his conviction of the necessity 
of givitg the States themselves the control of the 
mater was superior to all partisan considerations? 
Mr. WALKER said the Senator from New York 

tirely mistaken in supposing that this propo- 
sition had been suddenly brought forward. The 
matier had been calmly and maturely considered 
by the Judiciary Commitee; and upon this particu- 
lar point the committee we re unanimous. {Mr. 
Warkur read from the report of the commit- 
tee.} This was the opinion of four Whigs and one 
Democrat. 

Mr. TALLMADGE observed that it had been 
slated by a member of that commite that they had 
agreed the report should be made, but reserved to 
themselves the right to act as they thought proper 
in reference to it, when ii came to be considered in 
the Senate. 

Mr. WALKER replied, that what he intended 
to assert was, that the committre were unanimous 
upon this point: that if there were to be single dis- 
iricts, they should be as nearly as pessible equal in 
point of numbers. 

Mr. KERR said that he had not been present in 
committee, and had not expressed any opinion at 
all upon the point. 

Mr. WALKER said he was speaking of those 
who had been present. So far from this question 
having been suddenly sprung upon the considera- 
tion of the Senate, it had been solemnly brought to 
heir consideration as long as within three days of 
2 month ago; and he would venture to say that the 
genrral principle was so clear and obvious, that no 
one could deny its propriety— ‘hat if you divide the 
Sates into districts at all, the composition of the 
districts, as nearly as may be, should be equal. 
Would any man ceny this? If he did, he must 
deny the right of equal representation. On what 
principle of justice or equality could you say that 
one district should be composed of 100,000, and 
another of 40,000 or 50,000? The principle was so 
just and obvious, that no man could dispute the 
propriety of if; and yet gentlemen objected to it, 
because they want to allow a latitude to the State 
Legislatures. 

Those very gentlemen who were so desirous of 
issuing their mandate to the State Legislatures 
were now $0 very sensitive regarding the. rights of 
the States in this matter, that they refused to divide 
counties; but, if single districts are to be made, 
how was the division of counties to be avoided ? 
Here was a mandate to make single districts. How 
would this operate, for example, upon the county 
of New York? The county includes the city, and, 
)y the ratio proposed, that county would be entitled 
to six members. Well, gentlemen said counties 
were no! to be divided; if so, the county and city 
of New York, containing a population of four hun- 
dred thousand, must be represented by cone mem- 
ber. The same might be said with regard to Phil- 
That county, though entitled to five mem- 
uld send but one. These were the reasons 
for refusing equal justice—for districting and g-rry- 
mandering the States; and, let it be understood, it 
would no doubt be carried intoeffect. Was there any 
thing in the bill, as it stood, that would dictate a 
reason why the lintions should be composed of 
contiguous territory?) And yet gentlemen were 
more to pay more respect to the dirt, and _ 
and earth, of which the counties were composed 


wa 


here 


adeiphia,. 


bers, s 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








than to human beings. All their attention was 
directed to the geographical divisions, but no regard 
was paid to tbe freemen that live and breaihe upon 
the soil—no regard to population. The mandate 
was, to make districts of contiguous territory; 
but the gentleman would not command that the 
districts should be equalized in point of population. 
Oh, no! That would be encroaching upon the 
rights of the Sate Legislatures. If they left one 
point to the discretion of the States, why not leave 
the other? Did gentlemen suppose that = 
would include territory that was not contiguous? 
If so, why did not their jealousy extend a littie fur- 
ther? You say, you shal! make disiricts of contig- 
uous territory, but you may make them as une- 
qnal as you please. if you issue a mandate in 
one instanee, why not ia the other? Why not 
couple the mandate with directions to do justice to 
people, as well as to territory?) This was the meas- 
ure of their regard for the freemea who compose 
this Union, and who send them to represent them 
in Congress! He firmly believed that, if this bill 
became a Jaw, it would be fraught with more inja- 
rious consequences‘ to this country than any bill 
that had ever passed the two Houses of Congress. 
It cugit to be entitled A bill to invite conflicts 
between the States and this Government; or, A 
bill to revive nullification in the United States. 
Gentlemen could not close their eyes to the fact, 
that many of the States would proceed and elect 
their members uoder their own laws, and would 
be compelled to disregard the law of Congress; and 
yet they seemed determined to force this contest. 
If it would only bringinto contempt the party that 
passed the law, perhaps it might not be a very in- 
jurious consequence; but it hada tendency, also, to 
bring into disrepute the whole Government. This 
was the consequence which he feared;—that it would 
create a spirit of contempt for the act of Congress; 
that the authority of Congress would come to 
be defied, disregarded, and nullified by the States; 
and that they should have Representatives in Con- 
cress from the various States of the Union, under 
this apportionment, taking their seatsin open defi- 
ance of an act of Congress, under which they as- 
semble;—and taking their seats rightfully, too, be- 
cause the House itself was made the judge, and the 
sole judge, of the qualifications of itsown members. 
No man could deny or dispute the constitutional 
right of the House to decide upon the qualifications of 
their own members; and they might, there/ore, with 
great propriety, disregard a law which had been 
passed in defiance of that constitutional right. He 
certainly did deprecate the passage of this law, 
more than the passage of any single measure since 
he had had the honor of a seat in Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN said, when the vote was taken upon 
this amendment yesterday, the hour at which the 
Senate usually adjourned had not arrived; and when 
the friends of this bill, (or at least ene of them,) 
knowing the extreme anxiety for despatch in re- 
card to this particular measure, nevertheless 
moved the adjournment, it was apprehended by 
some (myself among the rest) that a nocturnal 
conclave was designed to be held for some purpose 
or other. Sir, (said Mr. ALven,) their purpose 
was to get out this amendment. I do not know 
what transpired last night; but I ¢o know the ob- 
ject for which it was supposed the adjournment 
was intended, has been, or is about to be, ac- 
complished. Now, in the course of the observa- 
tions which I have addressed to the Senate upon 
this subject, as the discussion proceeded, I have de- 
plored the manner in which this measure has been 
attempted to be carried through; and I have de- 
plored the language which has been used by Sena- 
tors here, in regard to the House of Representa- 
tives. I have deplored these things, because I 
thought their tendency was to disparage the House, 
as an institution, in the estimation and judgment of 
the country. But, sir, if | were disposed to do an 
injury to the Heuse—if I were disposed to devise 
ways and means by which I could most effectually 
pros‘rate it in the public judgmen!—I would send 
the bill down with this provision, by which the 
House must be infallibly thrown into a state of dis- 
organization. This will be the effect of the bill. It 
will make the House of Representatives a scene of 
turmoil, strife, ard disorganization before the coun- 
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try; and this will have resulted from your solemn 
act of legisiation, with ali these consequences visi- 
ble to the Senate at the time of passing the act. 
You have been told by a Senator upon this floor— 
upon his responsibility as a Senator, acting under 
oath. representing one of the sovereign States of 
this Union—that, if you pass this act, his State 
must be cisfranchised, or it must be driven to nul- 
lify your act. You have been told (what you know 
to b without being told) that you are about 
to pass an act which itis impossible for some of the 
States to execute. The Senator from New York 
talks about the repugnance of that Siate to the sub- 
division of counties; and this is the whole reason 
for the motion which has been made this morning. 
Repugnance to subdivisions! Why, pending the 
dixcussion upon this bill, I proposed an amend- 
ment for the purpose of avoiding subdivisions. 
And what was the gentieman’s vote upon that 
propo-ition? He voted against it, and in favor of 
the nen of counties. 


trne 


Mr. Auten here read the amendment referred 
to, as fe re 
Provided, Tivat nothing in this section shall be so construed 


is to Vr natal subdivisions Ol countie ; Or cities In any State, 
with a view to the formation of single district “ts, when contrary 

o existing laws and usages of the States, aid the customs and 
habits of the people thereof, 

And, sir, upon the direct question, whether or 
not counties should be subdivided, the Senator from 
New York, who now gives his tepugnance to sub- 
divisions as a reason for his vote, voted against my 
proposition, and in favor of subdivision. 

[Mr. Tauumance. And will siill, where it is 
necessary. ] 

Where it is necessary! Will it not be as 
necessary to equalize the population as to equalize 
the territory? You impose upon the Slates the 
necessity of districting, and impose upon them the 
necessity of doing great injustice, or of disregarding 
your law, and setting Congress at defiance. They 
have never yet asked for legislation on the 
subject, or proposed to change the existing law; 
and the eff ‘el of your legisla tion will be, that it 
will become odious to the people of the United 
States. It is not demanded by the existence of any 
evil, nor by the complaint of a single man; yet you 
propose an entire change of the law throughout the 
Republic~-disturbing, by your act, the powers of 
the State Governments. Sir, it is such an act as 
no preeeding Congress h2s attempted to impose 
upon the couniry; an act which will change the 
habits of the people, disturb the social relations of 
men grown gray and venerable by time—which will 
compel people that have been accusiomed to vote 
for members in their own counties, to vote in other 
counties—not !eaving them to follow the mode and 
manner that they have been accustomed to. 
Senaters have not weighed well the nature of this 
act which they are aboutto pass. [ will tell them, 
as aparty act, the consequences to them will be 
dire. A principle, which has been co-existent with 
this Government, is, that in these United States we 
have too much legislation. It is the complaint of 
the whole people everywhere, in every quarter of 
the Republic. You commence an act of legisla- 
tion, without am evil to be remedied, without com- 
plaint from any man. You commence an act 
which requires legislation in all the States. You 
commence an act without any necessity, which 
will produce strife and turmoil, while the people 
are already sufficiently excited by party conflicts. 
But all these, great and appalling as they are, sink 
into insignificance in comparison with the enor. 
mity which you are about to commit, in disorgan- 
izing the fundamental power of this Government— 
the law-making power itself, You have started, by 
your proceedings on thissul j ect, an { by your speech- 
es, a contest between the large and smail States—a 
contest which I deplore most deeply, because in it 
your sovereignty will prove nothing, in compari- 
son with the sovereignty of the people. Do you 
want these contests, this strife, to be produced be- 
tween the States—tounded, as they are, upon the 
geographical limits, and the numerical extent of 
the population? You say youdo. Where did you 
get the right to regulate the power of the State Le- 
gislatures?. The Constitution of the United States 
bas regulated their powers. Where do you get the 
right to say to the State of Ohio, that her power is 
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becoming too great? to say to ‘her ‘that you will 
curb her growth, lest she should overshadow her 
neighboring sisters? Where do you ge! the power? 
You are assuming it. It is the basis of this act. 

We are told here, sir, that you have the consli- 
tutional power, growing out of the fact that the 
States might be dispesed to disregard their duty. 
This, we are told, is the foundation of the power. 
But this power depends upon the happening of a 
contingency. So, then, the foundation of this bill 
rests upon the supposition that the States will re- 
fuse to send R«presentatives ; bit, in my opinion, 
the contrary will be the fact. Tne large States 
willsend tos many. The eifect of this bill, then, 
is toamend the Constituiion, and wilbout any 
apology or reason given fori’. ‘The amendment 
of the second section of this bill is intended to curb 
the large States. This is the argument given; and 
we are to sit here tv watch, and see whether or not 
the States are becoming too powerful; and when we 
please, we are to take-up the Constitution, and re- 
model it, by changing the organization of the other 
House. I repeat, that this act is unealled for by 
the existence of any evil, or by the petition of a 
single American citizen. I repeat, it will produce 
dissatisfaction in the minds of the people; it will pro- 
duce a struggle in the Elouse of Representatives ; 
and it will finaily be nullified. 

A Senator upon this floor has declared to you, 
upon his responsibility as a Senator, that his State 
cannot, by possibility, conform to the provisions of 
your law. And, in the face of all these facts, you 
are going on as ii it was in the power of fifty-two 
men here,.two hundred and forty in the other wing 
of the Capitol, and one at the other end of the ave- 
nue, to amend, alter, and remodel your form of 
government at pleasure. Whatis it that makes 
your legislation effective? Conformity with the 
Constitution. You may send your mandamus as 
often as you please ; the States wili look at the 
Constitution, and they will find that the word dis- 
trict is not known in that instrument. States are 
the smallest and the only political subdivisions 
known tothe Constitution. But you, by the sec- 
ond section of this ac’, (as has been very well ob- 
served by the Senator from Alabama,) do that 
which is ominous in itself ;—you provide a brief 
mode of execution for the Siaies, as men are sum- 
marily executed under military law. You intend, 
by this, to require the States to send men here— 
how? They can come in no other character than 
as Representatives of the people of the States; and, 
coming here as Representatives of the people of 
the States, they are classed by States, because the 
Constitution knows of no other subdivisien. Well, 
Sir, 

Mr. ARCHER rose to a question of order, 
whether a discussion upon the general merits of 
the bill, which had been already so amply discussed, 
was in order upon the motion for a reconsidera- 
tion of the amendment submited by the Senator 
from Missouri. 

The point of order was overruled by the CHAIR; 
and 

Mr. ALLEN proceeded with his remarks. I 
say if you undertake to alter the Constitution by 
means of the second section of this bill—by ap- 
portioning members of Congress by districts—by 
taking them away from the States, and giving them 
to districts—you will underiake a thing which it is 
not in your power to do. I know there has been 
an answer aitempted to be given to this argument, 
by the question, ‘‘Why have the States the power 
of districting, if Congress has not?” I can answer 
that question. The States are responsible to you 
only for a certain number of Representatives. 
How they choose to get them here, is a matter into 
which you have no right to inquire, so long as 
they do not exceed the number prescribed. But, 
sir, as the Senator on the other side is unwilling to 
have the subject further discussed, I am sure lam 
quite unwilling to prolong the debate; but I do be- 
lieve that enough has been said te make this bill 
pass with the public by the title of “the black act.” 

Mr. SIMMONS was struck with the inconsist- 
ency of the course now taken by the gentlemen 
opposite. Their yotes, recorded in the yeas and 
nays on the question at issue some days since, rela- 
live to the amendment to the second section, re- 
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cams by the Judiciary Committee, « could not be 


reconciled with the votes they are about to give 
now. He couid not, therefore, see upon what just 
grounds they accused others of changing their 
votes. 

Mr. WALKER observed that the grounds for 
his vote, on the occasion alluded to by the Senator 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmons,] were fully 
stated in his speech then made, and since pub- 
lished in the Globe, to which he referred. He 
was, throughout the whole discussion on this bill, 
opposed to the exercise of any power to compel the 
State Legislatures to district their States, or even to 
compel those in which the district system prevails 
making the districts single districts; because he con- 
sidered it a right which exclusively belonged to the 
States themselves, and which Congress has no con- 
sututional authori y to assame. The wh le thing 
Was a monstrous assumption of the power, on the 
part of the Federal Government, of repealing State 
laws. This very act would repeal an incredible 
amount of State laws. He would venture to say, 
that if a competent person were appointed by the 
Senate to go into the Jibrary of Congress, and ex- 
amine the records of State Jaws, it would be found 
thai, to appease the manes of State sovereignty 
which this bill annihilates, whole hecatombs of 
State laws must be sacrificed, forming a funeral 
pyre greater than that raised over the body of 
Hector. 

Mr. SIMMONS stated his views of the principle 
invoived in the question at issue the other day; the 
yeas and nays on which he had alluded to. 

His great objection to the amendment now about 
to be reconsidered was, that, in most cases, there 
must be a division of counties to form districts, if 
ii is continued as a provision of the bill. 

Mr. WOODBURY rose to suggest to the Senator 
from Rhode Island that, if he would read the 
amendment recommended to the second section by 
the Judiciary Committee, he would find his mistake 
ia supposing there was any inconsistency in tie 
ecurse taken by the Senator fiom Mississippi, con- 
trasted with his vote then. 

‘hat amendment went to relieve States already 
electing by districts from the compulsion of making 
single districis. But it maintained that States elect- 
ing by single districts shou'd make them as nearly 
eqnal in popeiates as possible. The objection 
then urged was, that, if the districts were equal, 
there would be no fraction. This was brought to 
the attention of the Senate when the subject of 
fractioual representation was under consideration. 

The whole thing was reduced to a simple prop 
osition—if the Siates cannot be trusied with the 
division of territory, they cannot be intrusted 
with the division of population. If they are not 
competent to do that which is of the least value, 
they are not to do that which is most essential. 
But it is their exclusive province to preserve their 
own repiesentalive principle, and that grows ont of 
population—not terriiory; and, as it must be their 
especil duty to secure the rights of populaticn, 
they are competent to perform the task, being the 
agents of the people themselves; and why not, 
therefore, as competent to adjusi the territory by 
population? 

But, on the subject of the greater importance 
attached to population than to territory, he referred 
to the cotemporaneous evidence of Mr. Madi‘on’s 
opinions, and those of Patrick Henry, (which he 
quoted at large.) One of the objections—and a 
very striking one—was, that attempts might be 
made to represent property instead of numbers. 
Representation would be merely that of land, goods, 
chatie's, and cattle, instead of human beings. The 
great anxiety was to prevent the possibility of this 
borough system. But now, instead of keeping 
this necessary safeguard in view, the door is to be 
thrown open, as if it was in contemplation to invite 
the very evil held in such abhorrence by the patriots 
of the Revolution. Under the assumption of solici- 
tude for the protection of numbers, a door of invi- 
tation is opened for the introduction of the princi- 
ple of representing property—and that, too, in such 
a manner as to invite the means of invading the 
rights of numbers. 

Mr. ARCHER remarked that he had no desire 
to protract the discussion by making a speech; but 
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he had been called up by the accusatory tone in which 
the gentlemen on the other side had spaken of this 
motion to reconsider both the vote of yesterday in 
favor of engrossing the bill for a third reading, and 
that by which the amendment to the second sec- 
tion had been adopted. As to the particular amend- 
ment iiself, he could truly say that he regarded it 
as of so little consequence, one way or the other, 
that he did not give any vote on it, in consequence 
of his mind not being made up, at the time, as to 
any serious effect it would have. And it was not 

speak of its merits now, that he bad arisen; but 
to throw back to the gentlemen opposite the incon- 
sistency which they had charged upon his friends 
and his side of the House. If it was(as the Sena- 
tors on the other side contended it was) an insult to 
sovereign States to impose restrictions on their Le- 
gislatures, how did it happen that they were so ex- 
cessively anxious to impose this addiiional restric- 
tion?’ He and his friends did not want to go so far: 
they only required restriction as to territorial con- 
tiguity—the least offensive interference with the 
State Legislatures; leaving the apportionment of 
population free to them. But the geatlemen oppo- 
site want to make the resolution most offensive, by 
extending it to population as well as territory. 
How could they ta'k of inconsistency after this? 
He admonished gentlemen who live in glass houses, 
to be cautious, fcr the fature, how they throw 
stones. 

He and his friends had been doing every thing 
they could do, consistent with their sense of duty, 
and of their constitutional obligations, to avoid in- 
terfering with the rights of the States offensively; 
but the gentlemen opposite had been doing all in 
their power to force them to such a manner of ex- 
ercising the constitutional power as must be most 
odious—first, as to the districting of the States by 
Congress; and, now, as to dic'ating to them the ad- 
justment of districts, so that equality of numbers 
shall be preserved; which must render necessary 
the most inconvenient divisions of counties. It 
was perfectly obvious that the whole tendency of 
the gentleman’s opposition was to prevent the bene- 
ficent results of this bill. 

{Here Mr. A. alluded to some remarks of the 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. ALLEN,] to which he at- 
tributed menaces; and, conceiving they might be 
supposed to be personal to his friends, be wished to 
have a clear understanding of the matter. Mr. 
ALLEN recapitulated his remarks in those parucu- 
lars, and the Chair decided that they were parlia- 
mentary, and should not be taken as persoual. The 
debate on these points occupied much time; but, 
having no reference to tne business under discus- 
sion, 1t is omitted. } 

Mr. CONRAD explained what had influenced 
his vote on the occasion to which the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. Simmons] and the Senator from 
N-w Hampshire [Mr. Wocpsury] bad alladed. 
His opinion had been decided by the remarks of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bucanan;] 
which he stated, as he understood then. 

Mr. BUCHANAN explained what be did say 
on the occasion alluded to. 

Mr. CONRAD continued. He so wnderstood 
the Senator. It only satisfied hina that he was 
rizht in his conclusion, that the cffect of this 
amendment would be to divide counties. 

Tne experience of the past had not inspired him 
with much confidence in the legislation of General 
Assemblies in the States on some subjects. The 
absence ef Senators from Tennessee in this cham- 
ber admonished him, in a voice louder than that 
of the Senator from Odio, and more eloquent than 
that of the Senator from New York. But he had 
no fear that even Siates in which the Democratic 
party had the ascendency, would make such in- 
roads on the representative principle as gentlemen 
opposite imagined. They fear such a thing might 
take place in States where their opponents have 
the ascendency; but he knew no such thing could 
occur, and he doubted if that was not secretly their 
own conviction. He was not, therefore, in the 
least alarmed by menaces or prophecies in relation 
to what may be the supposed result of reconsidering 
this amendment. 

If the mantle of prophecy was to descend on any 
one in this chamber, it certainly ought to be on the 
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shoulders of the Senator from Ohio; for he had 
shown a greater aptitude to the gift than any one 
he kucw. I! was not Jong since that he threatened, 
and reiteraied his prophecy day after day for ten 
days running, in trying to get up his resolution 
about Rhode Isiand. Day after day he prophesied 
the most bloody ciril war as a consequence of not 
taking up his resolution. Yet the resolwion was 
not taken up,and no civil war had come. This, he 
hoped, would be some excuse for his skepticism in 
relation to the prophetic powers of the gentlemen 
on the other side. 

Mr. RIVES had voted yesterday against the 
amendment. He was not aware of any caucus hav- 
ing taken place to induce this motion; and, if there 
was, he certainly could not be accused of being in- 
fluenced by it. He would, in conformity with his 
previous vote, now vole to reconsider the amend- 
men’, and, on the main question, vote against the 
amendment. 

Mr. BAGBY spoke for upwards of an hour. 
The fojlc ving is a mere outline of the positions in 
argument which he took. When time permits, 
his remarks wiil be written out in full, and pub- 
lished. 

Ju reference to the difference between the district 
system and the general-ticket system, he observed 
that the best piactical example which had ever 
been given of the beautiful effects of the district 
sysiem, was to be found in the history of the fevo- 
Jution in France. In that ecuntry the district sys- 
tem existed in all its perfection. The results of it 
were written in the records of the reign of terror. 
He asserted, and took his stand upon the assertion, 
that the general-ticket system is constitutional, and 
that the district system is unconstitational. On 
this conviction, he also asserted that there was not 
a principle in the second section of this bill that 
was not unconstitutional. 

The only question, he conceived, at issue now 
was, whether a single State, (Missouri,) on which 
the effects of this clause would fall with peculiar 
injustice, should be exempted from its operation at 
the next elections. 

He asked, would the Constitution ever have 
been ratified if it gave Congress the right thus to 
oppress asingie State; or, if the substantive and 
distinet proposition had been contained in it, that 
Congress should have the power to compel the 
States to district the States, and to prohibit them 
from the adoption of the general-ticket system? 

He would regard this clause, »ot as a law, but 
as a mere expression of opinion en the part of Con- 
gress, without the vitality of a law; because it pro- 
vides no means for carrying out its object, as a 
law should. What would be thought of Congress 
meeting to considera question of peace or war, 
and adjourning, on making a declaration of war, 
without providing the means for carrying it on? Yet 
would it not bea case precisely analogous with 
this ? 

Mr. Jefferson—allowed by the living, as well as 
the dead, to be the father of democracy—if the 
tomb in which he lies so quietly inurned could 
“burst its ponderous and marble jaws” to give him 
to the world again in al] bis pristine vigor, would 
stand aghast at this assumption of power. And 
what would be his opinion of the doctrines held 
thisday by a Virginia Senator—a Representative 
of his own beloved State? Bankrupt laws; alien 
and sedition laws; the distribution act ;—all at- 
tempts heretofore made to conzolidate power in the 
Federa! Government, sink into the shade when 
placed side by side with this act. Should it pass, 
he would net doubt what the Senator from Ohio 
had said—that he would be able to girdle all the 
Whigs in Ohio in a single belt. And this was the 
only consvlation that could be drawn from it—that 
it must defeat yself and prove a nullity. But he 
derived no consolation from a consequence calcu- 
lated to bring the Government into contempt. 
Such must be the effect of passing this law with 
such a clause in it. It makes it a dead letter; ir 
must fall to the ground, a nonentity at its birth. 

Where do gentlemen get the power? Isit above 
or superior to that of the States?. Can the creature 
be greater than the creator? Yet the attempt is 
made to dictate to the States what they shall do. Is 
there a citizen of any State that ought not to feel 
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ashamed of the pusillanimily of his State in sub- 
mitting to this diciation ef the agent to the princi- 
pa? In allusion to all that had been said about 
parties, and the power exercised over them, by king 
Caucus, he would remark, that if any such power 
ruled the 19 on his side of the House, it was with- 
out his knowledge; but, if there was nnanimity in 
their action, and sing!eness of parpo-se in their 
views, it arose from the fact, that their principles 
were based on foundations as eternal as the link of 
cause and effect, and cannot be uadermined or mis- 
taken. If this game ef undoing to-day what was 
done yesterday, is to be carried on, where will it 
end? Does it not grow out of the council held Jast 
nigh'?, This question, and all like it, must be met 
on principle. If it is right, why depend upon sub- 
altern means of carrying ‘tout? Why not carry 
it out at once, by the full exercise of the power, 
if it exists at all? What is Congress doing but 
dictating to its 26 masters, and provoking them to 
resistance and the assertion of their own mastery? 

Mr. WHITE considered the course which had 
been pursued was altogether wide of the motion 
which he had submitted. He should have been 
glad, on a suitable occasion, to have had an oppor- 
tunity of hearing from the other side al! that could 
be said with regard to the theory of government; 
but it did not seem to him that there was any thing 
new, cogent, or convincing, in the arguments 
brought forward to prove the exercise of this power 
to be an offensive dictation to the States. He re- 
ferred to the late oceasion in which his side of the 
chamber had assisted the gentlemen opposite to 
obtain a reconsideraticn of the bill to refund the 
fine to General Jackson; and he said he did not ex- 
pect they would have voted against the reconsidera- 
tion of this subject now desired by those who as- 
sisied them. 

Mr. KING observed that the question had not 
yet been taken on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WHITE stood corrected: the vote was not 
yet taken. He then entered at Jarge into the 
question of the supposed dictation to the States; 
and he contended tnat, if any State should so far 
forget its duty as to refuse compliance to the law, 
it ought not to have the excuse of referring to the 
example of a sister State being exempted from the 
operation of the law. This was a sufficient reason 
for not legislating partially, to exempt a particular 
State. He argued in favor of the district system; 
contending that it had great and manifest advan- 
tages. The exercise of the power to produce uni- 
formity, he contended, was a Federal duty, in con- 
tradistinction to the duty of the States, which he 
considered lccal. 

He put a case to the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Tappan:) that Ohio, with a Democratic majority 
in its General Assembly, was indeced to put the 
Western Reserve into a single district, giving all the 
restof its representation to the remainder of the 
Sate: how long, he asked, would ihe Senator’s 
party retain power in that State, after such an aci? 

Because he believed this amendment not neces- 
sary, he was willing, for one, to vote for its recon- 
sideration. 

Mr. TALLMADGE observed, that all he de- 
sired was, that when a county should come very 
near the ratio—suppose the county of Albany, with 
68 500—it should be allowed a member without 
Cividing an adjoining county. All he required 
was, that the Legislature might have the discretion 
of making such adjustments. The city and coun- 
ty of New York would, of course, be divided into 
four districts. The county of Oneida woul! prob- 
ably have to be divided; but the State Legislatures 
ought to be left the discretion of settling this mat- 
ter 

Mr. WRIGHT said he owed the Senate no 
apology for occupying a few moments of its time. 
He did owe them a debt for the time he occupied a 
few days ago, but tried to pay it with deep interest 
by his silence since. He did not rise for the pur- 
pose of replying to any Senator, or any remarks 
made in the course of this debate; but for the pur- 
pose of presenting to ihe Senate a recapitulation of 
the proceedings of yesterday, on the question un- 
der consideration. There are two great principles 





involved in the question, and which lie at the 
The one is, as to 


foundation of our Constitution. 














the manner cf giving popular representation; and 
the other, the representative principle itself. By a 
very short recapitulation, he desired to show that 
the Senate had manifested its distrust of the House, 
in the manner ot representation; and of every 
State in the Union, in reference to the maaner of 
applying the representative principle, 

The first qvestion presented to them was, whether 
fractions of the population should be represented. 
Upon this question, his political friends, as well as 
their opponents, had been divided as to the principle. 
The Senate, by a very divided voce, had adopted the 
fractional principle. Why? Beeause the principle 
of representation according to population ought 
to be preserved in constitutiag the House of Rep- 
resentatives. With this he found no fault. It 
was the voice of the Senate; and he was willing to 
submit to it. A decided majority of this body 
were in favor of bringing the House of Rep- 
resentative: to the smallest possible number which 
it was supposed the House would vote for. A 
ratio was adopted, by a strong and decided vote, to 
bring the House to the number of 217—a reduc- 
tion of 25 members. He (Mr. Wricnr) found 
no fault witb this; but he spoke of the impressions 
and opinions ef this body, in regard to the meas- 
ure of repre-entation to be allowed to the people 
of this country in the other House. And what 
was the opinion of the House of Representatives? 
That body, which represents the people of these 
United Siates, whose interests they were, by the 
second section, endeavoring to consult, decided 
that the House should consist of 306. The dif- 
ference, then, between the two bodies, as to the 
numter of which the House should consist, was 
89. All this had passed very qmetly; but there 
was a disposition manifested here to control 
the manner of holding elections, by directing 
that every State in the Union should be divided 
into districts—each district being entitled to elect 
one Representaive. They had, in the first place, 
compressed the House into the smailest number 
possible, and then they were very pertinacious in 
controlling the manner. A decided majority were 
in favor of this proposition, and the minority had 
not rebelled; they bad only resisted with such poor 
arguments as had not convinced. They had de- 
termined, then, that the Honse should consist 
of the smaitlest number—should be elected in 
a particular manner, independently cf the ac- 
tion of the States; and it Was now pro- 
posed to them to determine whether the very rep- 
reventative principle should be carried along with it, 
and whether, when the Legislatures of the States 
had acted in conformity with the mandate of 
Congress, they should preserve the representative 
principle —that is, that the districts should, as near- 
ly as may be, be composed of equal representative 
population. He confessed he was not surprised 
yesterday to see vote upon vote sprung upon this 
question, regardless of political principles or party 
feelings. The district system had been held up to 
them as democratic, and that it was the duty of 
Congress to fore» it upon the States because it was 
democratic. But, though you compel the States to 
adopt this borough system, you permit them to make 
their districts as they please, giving to one district 
69,000, and ancther 90,000. 

The argement that had been used was, that 
the States had the right to control this mat- 
ter, and you have no right to suppose they wi'l 
do it incorrectly. He rejoiced to see, at least, this 
remaining confidence in the Legislatures of the 
States. But, if they were the safe depositories of 
one power, wire they notso of the other? Why 
was the confidence which was reposed in them in 
one insiance, denied to them in the other? The 
power had been safely and uncbjectionably con- 
fided to them ior fifty years past. It had been said 
that it was inexpedient to adopt this amendment, 
because it would compel the States to break up their 
present eistrict system. If they adopted the amend- 
ment, they would most assuredly compel the States 
to break up their present system; and, as predicted 
by the gentleman from Delaware, compel them to 
adopt a borongh system, from which the Democ- 
racy would most assuredly absolve themselves. 
Bat, if Congress adopt the one principle, namely, 
that of districting; they should adopt the other also— 





ee eee YT ae ee eS eee ee 











that of equalizing the representative population. 
The two should never be separated. It would be 
tyranny to separate them. If .hey could not trust 
the States to district themselves, neither could they 
trust them to equalize the districts, He (Mr. W.) 
was Willing to trust them to do both; and he cnly 
desired to be permitied to trust his own State, ‘The 
bill did not permii the Siates to determine whether 
they should be districted or no!; but they were per- 
mitted to make them in such manner as they thought 
proper. 

The Senate, acting in its constitutional capacity 
as a co-ordinate branch of the Government, had 
recalled yesterday the action of the previous day; 
and, to-day, the action of yesterday was recalled. 
He talked not of caucuses or conventions, or the 
control] of opinions from any quarter. He merely 
stated the fact as it required to be stated, and it 
should be brougiit fairly before the country. And 
he would ask, on what princip!e was it that gen- 
ilemen required them to trust the State Legisla- 
tures in one case, and refuse to trust them in the 
other? But they were toid by the Senator from 
Virginia that they were all in the wrong, because 
they had refused to vote in favor of reconsidering 
the vote of the Senate upon the engressment of the 
bill; and that they were aot at liberty to call gen- 
tlemen to account for inconsistency, (which he did 
not mean to do now,) in consequence of that vote. 
If the Sevator wouid permit his mind for cae mo- 
ment io be turned to the subject, he would justify 
them in the course they had pursued. Con!d they 
be ignorant of the purpose of the reconsideration— 
that it wasio make the bill worse for us than it was 
at the moment when we voted against ii? Where 
was the inconsistency in endeavoring to keep as 
little an amount of evil as possibie? There were 
the views which hai governed the minority. 


I! 


While it was cemocratic to enforce the district * 


system, he thought it was quite as demceratic to 
carry the principle of equalization of population 
along with it. 

Mr. TALLMADGE had avoided discussion. 
He had risen in reference to what his colleague 
and the Senator from New Hampshire had said 
with regard io trusting the States in one thing, not 
having trusted them in another. Now, thé whole 
of this was gratuitous. The only requirement 
made was, that the States should have single dis- 
tricts. They would be put to great inconvenience 
by divisions of counties. They would themselves 
prefer not being thus embarrassed. 

Mr. WOODBURY observed that it was neces- 
sary for the Senators on the other side to preserve 
their consistency, by striking out the rule in rela- 
tion to contiguous territory. 

There was one idea which ii might be well for 
the Senate to reflect upon, It was now generally 
conceded on all sides, that the States only asserted 
their undoubted right of instructing their repre- 
sentatives in Congress. Yet here was an assump- 
tion of the right, cn the part of Congress, to in- 
struct the State Legislatures on the subject of di- 
visions of territory; and surely, if it was right to do 
this, consistency required that the instructions 
should extend to the division of the population in- 
habiting the territory, as well as to the territory 
itself. Consistency required this. 

Mr. TALLMADGE denied that there was any 
instruction; it was a duty enjoined on the States by 
the Constitution. 

Mr. BAYARD wished merely to state the case 
10 the aspect in which it presented itself to him. 

The Senator from Missouri thinks the clause ia 
the bill “rams the Siates into the earth.” He ar- 
gues that there is an impossibility of carrying it 
out. The first proposition of the bill, is that there 
shall be as many districts in the State as Represent- 
atives; that they shall be composed of contignous 
territory; and the amendment requires tha’ the pop- 
ulation of the districts sha!l be, as neaily as practi- 
cable, equal. 

The population of New Hampshire consists of 


501,793 inbabitanis. She has 7 Representatives: if 


the Representatives be divided into the population, 
there would be 71,684—leaving, for each, a balance 
of 5—a traction to be divided among the 7, which 
could not be done. It would require the husband 
and wife tobe separated; and even then the divis- 
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ion would not be complete. Hence, the impossi- 
bility of the division required. ‘There wou'd be no 
reference to territorial convenience, but to num- 
bers; and as numbers are divisible down to one, 
the Legislatures would be compelled to divide fam- 
ilies, to come to ‘the division as near as may be” 
—that is, a division dependent on numbers. Was 
it, he would ask, so surprising that gentlemen, af- 
ter having acted on the subject, without seeing the 
import of the word, should, on seeing evil, wish to 
reconsider their vote? He had voted against the 
amendment, and he had no inconsistency to rec- 
oncile. But he saw no inconsistency in those who 
did. 

The Senator from Alabama asks, if this is not a 
mandate, or an order, what is it?) The answer is, 
that it is a law, which the States are bound, by 
their duty to the Constitution, to carry out; and 
that is the answer. 

Mr. WALKER observed that the rule was to be 
judged of by the Legisiatures, and they would see 
the practicability of its application. This prin- 
ciple, and the objections of the Senator from Del- 
aware, were discussed and reported upon a month 
ago; and yet now it is brought forward as a new 
discovery—found out since yesterday—as a small 
excuse for reconsidering the vote on this amend- 
ment. The Senator from Rhode Island had ac- 
cused him of inconsistency, and had referred to his 
vote and the yeas and nays on the amendment of 
the Judiciary Committee. If the question then at 
issue was the same in principle, it was decided by 
a vote of 40 yeas and only 4 nays. Yesterday the 
vote was 30 yeas and 10 nays. If there was in- 
consistency in these votes, let the lists be examined, 
that it may be seen what Senators were inconsist- 
ent. He believed a majority of them would be 
found to be most worthy and enlightened members 
of the Whig party. He had drawn up an amend- 
meat, which he would read and propose, should 
this vote be reconsidered. 

The Legislature of Mississippi have voted to in- 
struct its Senators to vote for a general-ticket sys- 
tem; and now their Senators are required to turn 
round and instruct their own Legislature. All ac- 
knowledged the right of instruction—but itis that 
of the principal to the agent, not the agent to the 
principal. 

Mr. BAYARD observed that the object was to 
strike out the amendment simply, in order to pre- 
ventambignity. He further explained the matter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN hoped it would not be con- 
sidered disrespectful of him to ask that the bill be 
passed this evening. ehad received communica- 
tions that the Legislature of Pennsylvania was 
waiting the action of Congress. 

Mr. SEVIER asked, if the motion to reconsider 
prevailed, would the bill be before the Sexa'e ina 
condition to admit of amendments ? 

The CHAIR explained that it would. 

Mr. SEVIER would, in that case, move to ad- 
journ. 

The question was put on the adjournment, and 
decided in the negative. 

Mr. CUTHBERT said he doubted whether he 
ought to make the statement which a sense of duty 
urged him to make, lest he should still further in- 
flame the minds of gentlemen opposite; because 
they seemed already sufficiently inflammable, when 
statements or allusions were made on that floor as 
to the manner in which this enactment would be 
treated by the States. Yet, on the other hand, 
there was a duty to be performed, which must be 
paramount to any considerations of personal of- 
fence. He wished it to be understood that he in- 
tended nothing like menace. But he would say 
this—that be most sincerely believed, from state- 
ments whic: he had received from his own Siate, 
that that State would preeced to elect her members 
by general ucket in October next; and he appealed 
to his honorable colleague to say whether that was 
rot also his belief. 

Mr. BERRIEN replied, that the only informa- 
tion he hed upon the subject had been derived 
irom his honorable colleague (Mr. Coraserr] 
himself. 

Mr. CUTHBERT reiterated his own belief that 
such wuuld be the course taken by the State of 
Georgia; and he believed the fact was very well 





ge 


known by tue members from that State in the other 





House. The Senate, then, having this statement # 


before them, must be aware that a collision would 
take place between that State and the General 
Government. They were now urged by the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania io proceed with this bill and 
pass it at once, because it was connected with 
action on the part of the State Legislatures, by 
whom the law must be perfected and carried into 
effect. Did not this present a very strong reason 
why the amendment to the second section of this 
bill should not have been made at this time?’ The 
section ilself made a material change in the organ- 
ization of the Goveroment. It was connected, 
therefore, with a subject as pressing in ils exigency 
as that of time. 

He was not in the enjoyment of that state of 
health which would enable him to take much part 
in the discussion; and he had, therefore, left the 
matter to his colleague, who was better able than 
himself to convince, if arguments were capable 
of convincing the Senate. The ability of his hon- 
orable colleague had given hiin reason to hope that 
the earnest and full expression of the view he 
entertained—such as he bad made to the Senate— 
would have its (ue influence. It was for these 
reasons that he (Mr. C.) had abstained from par- 
ticipating in the discussion, as it proceeded. But 
he regretted to perceive that the result had been 
different from his expectations. 

He would not, for his life, say a taunting thing 
which would indispose gentlemen on the other 
side to take that view of the subject which it was, 
in his opinion, important to the country that they 
should take. He appealed to the Senator on the 
other side—who had undoubtedly strong attachments 
to the State of Georgia—who had numerous [riends 
in that State—whethber he owed nothing to that 
State and those friends. Would the Senator be 
willing to see a ccilision take place between that 
State and the Genera! Government? He appeakd 
to the Senator from Virginia, who stands in the 
same relation towards that State. Did he desire 
to see that State, which had been called the young 
Virginia, brought into collision with this Govern- 
ment? He appealed tc other Senators to say 
whether the very idea of the impending collision, 
if this bill were passed, was not abhorrent. There 
were views of this subject very strong and very 
impressive—vistas in prospective—which, if feel- 
ingly disclosed by the powers of intellect, the keen- 
ness of research and of investigation which his 
honorable colleague possessed, it would not be pos- 
sible for the Senate to resist. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania, the Senator 
from Mississippi, and the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who once held the golden wand, all 
urged the Senate on to action. But he (Mr. C.) 
would be very glad if, instead of so mnch precipi- 
tation, those just and worthy men—whose freedom 
from all perverting causes gives them clear judg- 
ments on all these matters—whose consciences are 
pure and unsuilied, undisturbed by the strong de- 
sires of ambition, (though motives had been urged 
within this Hall and out of it; as to them, he had 
nothing to do.) It was well enough that parties 
should act in unison; that sort of harmony of ac- 
lion was demanded often, in the pursuit of high ob- 
jects; but he would have been glad had those good 
and worthy men, in the exercise of their judgments, 
released Georgia and other States from the un- 
fortunate condition in which they will be placed by 
this bill. 

The question now being on the motion of Mr. 
White to reconsider the amendment of Mr. Ben- 
TON, providing that the districts shall be, 2s near 
as practicable, equal in the number oi their inhabi.- 
ants— 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the vote be:ng taken, re- 
sulted in the affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Mevsre. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate 
Conrad, Crafts, Evans, Graham, Henderson, Kerr, Mangum, 
Merrick, Miller, Mcrehead, Phelps, Porter, Preston, Rives, Sim- 
mons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, and 
Woodbridge—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, 


Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodbury, Wright, and Young—20. 


The quesiion then recurred on concurring with 


Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Sevier, Smith of 
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the Com mitiee of the Whole in the amendment 
ja-t reconsidered; when 

Mr. KING said, is order to avoid the difficulties 
which the Senator from Delaware had apprehended | 
—ibat counties, cities, and evenfamilies, would have 
to be divided, to conform to the proviso just recon- 
sidered—he proposed to amend the proviso to the 
effect that, in making the districts, as near as 
practicable, equai in the number of their inhabit- 
ants, no one should contain a number of persons 
entitled to representation which should exceed, or 
fail short, 5,000 of the ratio fixed by this bill. 

Mr. MERRICK observed that such an amend- 
ment would not auswer at all in a State entitled to 
an additioual Representative for a traction exceed- 
ing a moiety of the ratio, and that it conflicted 
With that provision. 

At the suggestion of Messrs. 


ae 


WALKER and 


WOODBURY, 
Mr. KiNG, to prevent the amendment conflict- 
ing with the tractional representaion, modified it 


sO that no district should be so far unequal in the 
namber of inhabitant« as to exceed 5,000. 

Mr. KING demanded the yeas and nays on this 
amendwent, wnich were ordered; and the question 
being pul, it was determined in the negauve, by 
yeas 19, nays 24, «s tollows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Al'cn, Lagby, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Cuihbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Smith of Conmnecti- 
cut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbu- 
ry, Wright, and — 19, 

NAYS—Me: Archer, Barrow, 
Conrad, en E vana, Graham. Kerr, 
ler, Morehead , Phelp 3, Porter, Preston 
a Indjana, Sprag ie, Tallmadge, White, and Woodbridge—24. 


Mr. TAPPAN moved that the proviso be so 
amended that the population of one district should 
not exceed another by 10,000 persons; and on that 
motion demanded the yeas and nays, which were 
ordered; and the question being pul, the amend- 
ment was rejected, by yeas 19, nays 24, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Meessrs. Allen, Bagby. Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Smith of Connecti- 
cut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—19. 


Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Mangum, Merrick, Mil- 


Rives, Simmons, Smith 


NAYS—Meessrs. Arciier, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Conrad, Crafts, Evans, Graham, Keri, Mangum, Merrick, 
Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Preston, Rives, Simmons, 


Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tailinad 
biridge—21 

Mr. BENTON said it was manifest that the bill 
could not be got through this evening, therefore he 
moved that the Senate adjourn; and the question 
was put, aod the motion was negatived without a 
division. 

Mr. BENTON then moved to amend the proviso 
so that the quantity of population in one district 
should not exceed that of another more 20,000 
persons. 

Mr. BARROW wished to put an end to this 
mode of proceeding; and he would therefore ask, 
if ikis amendment was adopted, whether the ques- 
tion would come up on the amendment as amend- 
ed, without any further amendment? 

The CHAIR said it would. 

Mr. BARROW said he would, in that case, vote 
in the affirmative on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays; 
and resulted in the affirmative, by yeas 23, nays 18, 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Barrow, Benton, Berrien, 
Buchanan, Conrad, Cuthbeit, Evans, Fulton, Graham, King, 
Lian, McRoberts, Mangum, Preston, Smith of Connecticut, Tap. 
pan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, and Young—23. 

NAYS— Messrs. Archer, Bates, Bayard, Choate, Crafts, Kerr, 
Merrick, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Rives, Simmons, Smith 
of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, White, Woodbridge, and 
Wright—18. 


The question then recurred on the amendment 
as amended; which was read, as follows: 

“ Provided, {in forming the congressional districts of contig- 
uous territory,}] That such districts shall be, as nearly as prac- 
ticable, equal in the number of their inhabitants; no one district 
exceeding another in representative population more than 
twenty <housand persons.”’ 


The question was taken on the above by yeas 
an! nays; and it was rejected by yeas 19, nays 24, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby. Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Smith of Connecti- 
cut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—19. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Conrad, Crafts, Evans, Graham, Kerr, Mangum, Merrick, Mil- 
\er, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, Preston, Rives, Simmons, 


re, White, and Wood 
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5 Sith of porrnn Sprague, White, and Wood- 


bridze—24, 

Mr. YOUNG submitted an amendment, the 
purport of which was, thai al] the States should be 
exempted from the provisions of ike second section, 
where it would be necessary to incur the expense 
ot an extra session to carry it out. 


The CHAIR [ Mr. Manaom] ruled the proposed 
amendment out of order. 
Mc. WALKER submiited an amencment, on 


which he called tae yeas aud nays; which was 
read, as follows : 


Provided, Thatso much of this act as directs the State 
Leaisiatures todivide the respective States ato districts, shall 
be regarded as directory only; Congress not assuming the 


power to instruct the State Legislatures. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, the ques- 
tion having been put, the proposed amendment 
was rejected by the following vote—yeas 19, nays 
Bo: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby. Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Fulion, King, Linn, McRoberts, Smith of Connecti- 
cut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Wiliams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young—19 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, 
Conrad, Cratis, Evans, Giaham, Huntington, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Porter, 
Bimmons, Smith of Indiana, Sprague, Tallmadge, 
W oodbridge—25. 


Mr. ALLEN moved 
section of the bill. 

Vhe CHAIR ruled that the proposition was out 
of order; the question having been taken on yes- 
terday on the same proposition, 

Mr. ALLEN was understood to say the ques- 
tion had not been taken on 1 since the reconsider- 
ation, voted by the caucus, was carried in the Sen- 
ate. He, however, modified the motion, by mov- 
ing to strike out ali of the second seetion after the 
word “and; the effect of wh ch motion would be, 
if carried, to leave the States to exercise their own 
discretion, as they had heretofore done, as to the 
manner of election. 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
resulted in the negative—yeas 19, nays 24, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. 


Bates, Rayard, Choate, 
Kerr, Mangum, 
Preston, Rives, 


White, and 


to strike out the second 


Allen, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, Buchanan, 


Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, Smith of Connecti- 
cut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, Williams, Woodbury, 
Wright, and Young - 

NAYS.—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, 
Conrad, Crafts, Evans, Graham, Huntington, Kerr, Mangum, 


Merrick, Miller, Morehead, 
Smith of Indiana, Sprague, 
bridge—214. A 

The bill was then ordered toa third reading; 
and having been read the third time, and the ques- 
tion now being, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. WALKER demanded the yeas and nays on 
that question; which were ordered. The question 
was put, and the bil] was passed in the affirmative 
by a vote of yeas 25, nays 19, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, 
Conrad, Crafis, Evans, Grahain, Huntington, 
Merrick, Miller, Morehead 
Smith of Indiana, =pra gue, 
W oodbridge—-25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Benton, Berrien, 
Cuthbert, Fulton, King, Linn, McRoberts, 
necticut, Tappan, Walker, Wilcox, 
Wright, and Young—19. 

On motion, it having been so determined, the 
Senate adjourned tll Monday next. 


Phelps, Porter, Preston, Simmons, 
Tallmad re, White, and Wood- 


Bayard, Choate, 

Kerr, Mangum, 
, Phelps, Porter, Preston, Simmons, 
S.urgeon, Tallmadge, White, and 


Buchanan, 
Rives, Smith of Con- 
Williams. Woodbury, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, June 10, 1842. 
CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 

Mr. JOHN T. MASON, on leave, reported a 
bill provid:og for the sale and transfer of the stock 
held by the United States in the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Canal to the Siate of Maryland. Mr. M. 
moved a reference of the bi!l to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and that it be printed, and made 
the order of the day for to-morrow; which motion 
prevailing, the bill was accordingly referred, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EASTMAN presented the petitieon of Al- 
fred W. Haven, and eighty others, cilizens of New 
Hampshue, praying that articles of hosiery— 
such as secks, stockings, shirts, and drawers—be 
included in the revenue bill, under 
‘ready-made clothing,” and be subjected toa duty 
of 50 per centum: referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHARLES RROWN presented the peti- 
tion of Charles C. Watson & Son, and five hun- 


the head of 








the citizens of Terre Bonne, 
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dred ant twenty- -two others, “practical tailors of 
the city and county of Philadelphia,” praying Con- 
gress to impose a “specific duty of at least 50 per 
cent.” on ail “ready-made clothing” imported into 
the Unite 1 States, 

Mr. THOS. W. WILLIAMS presented addi- 
tional testimony in the case of Daniel Penhallow, 
who petitioned for a pension; which was appro- 
priately referred. 

Tne SPEAKER announced that the regular or- 
der of business was reports trom the standing com- 
mitiees. 

Mr. FILLMORE, from the Committee of Way 
ani Means, reported a bill for the relief of the 
claimants for indemnities received from the British 
Government for losses of slaves on board the brigs 
Comet and Encomium at Nassau, Bahamas: read 
twice, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COWEN, from the Committee of Claims, 
made renorts on the petitions of John Drysdale and 
James M. Morgan, accompanied by bil!s for their 
relief; which were severally read twice, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
reports, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BIRDSEYE, from the same committee, 
made a report on the petition of Garret Viiet, ac- 
companied by a bill tor his relief; which was read 
twice, referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
and ordered to be prinied. 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the bill from the Senate, author- 
izing the inhabitants of Lake county, Illinois, to 
enier a quarter section of land, with amendments; 
and the bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH, from the same com- 
mittee, made an adverse report on the petition of 
State of Louisiana, 
praying permission to enter their back lands; 
and the report was ordered to be printed, and to lie 

on the aie. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the same committee, 
made areport on the case of Elisha Moreland, 
William M. ere and others, accompanied by 
a bill for their relief; which was twice read, refer- 
red to the Commitiee of the Whole House’ on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported unfavorably on 
— No. 44 from the Senate, for the relief of Fran- 

s Harrison. 

Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred the petitions of Samuel Slayma- 
ker and S. D. Rose, made reports thereon, accompa- 
nied by bills for their relief; which were read 
twice, referred to the Committee of the Whole, 
and, with the reports, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHN &G. FLOYD, from the same com- 
mittee, mace a report on the petition of Barent 
Stryker, accompanied by a bill for his relief; which 
was read twice, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole, and, with the report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Indiana, fiom the same 
committee, made an adverse report on the petition 
of Murphy & McKebber; which was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
the Judieiary, to which had been referred the peti- 
lion of the gentlemen of the bar of Washington, 
praying that costs may be allowed against ihe Gov- 
ernment in certain cases, made an adverse report 
thereon; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILTON BROWN, from the same com- 
mittee, made adverse reports on the petitions of 
Ebenezer Eastman, Simon D. Kettle, and Joseph 
Ramsey; which were laid on the tabie and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr.STANLY, from the Committee on Public Ex- 
penditures, reporteda resolution directing the Com- 
nittee on Revolutionary Claims to inquire into the 
amount and character of the expenditures that 
have been made by this Gove-nment in satisfaction 
of the claims for outstanding Virginia land war- 
rants; and whether any farther legislation is neces- 
sary to secure the Government against loss by 
making payment for improper claims. 

Mr. GOGGIN moved to amend the resolution, by 
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striking out the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, and inserting either a select committee or 
the Commiitee on Public Lands. 

He did not, he said, move the proposed amend- 
ment because of any want of a proper respect for, 
and confidence in, the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims. The chairman of that committee, 
the gentlemaa from Vermont, [Mr. Hatt,] it was 
well known, however, entertained the strongest ob- 
jections to these claims fur land bounties. He 
(Mr. G.) had no doubt the gentleman was honest 
in the views ne had so often expressed on this sub- 
ject. His knowledge of that geatleman’s general 
bearing in and out of the House forbade him to 
think otherwise of him. He, (Mr. Hatt,] how- 
ever, during the last Congress, had made a 
most elaborate report against these claims: 
that report was now accessible to all. The coun- 
try, then, and the House, had had the benefit of 
that gentleman’s views, and those of the commit- 
tee of which he was chairman. He asked them 
if it was fair—if it was just to those descendants of 
the soldiers of the Revolution, or those of the sol- 
diers themselves who survived, that a subject, in- 
volving, perhaps, all they had ever to hope for, 
should be thus committed to those who had already 
expressed an opinion adverse to their claims? It 
would work, (said he,) perhaps, the grovsest injustice 
to those who, of all others, had a right to expect 
from this House that their claims would not be 
overlooked or prejudged. ‘They expected justice, 
and they asked nothing more. The tiue mode ot 
attaining this, ‘:e thought, was to commit this sub- 
ject to the decision and investigation of those who 
had not made up and expressed an opinion. In 
the trial of all questions, this was a principle that 
had been mos: strictly preserved. He could see 
no propriety, therefore, in departing from it in this 
particular insiauce. 


Mr. G. said he had, at an early period of 
the session, asked to bring this subject up for the 
action of the Hlouse. He had introduced a bili to 
allow a further quantity of lands, to satisfy the 
claims of the officers aad soldiers of the revolu- 
tionary war from Virginia, to land bounty. He 
had asked its reference, but the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. Hatt] had then objected, stating he 
intended to debate it; and, according to the course 
of business and the rules of the House, ithad never 
again come up for consideration. He feared it 
would not; he had therefore sougit, on yesterday, 
to amend the bill introduced by the geutleman 
from Kentucky over the way, [Mr. UnpeRwovp,] 
to extend the time of issuing land warrants to the 
soldiers of the late war. His amendment, how- 
ever, had been declared not properly in order, with 
the then pending biil. 

As the resolution now offered by the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Expenditures [Mr. 
STaNLy] presented an opportunity of bringing up 
the subject again, he wished it fairly presented to 
a proper committee. If a select commitice should 
be appointed, he did not himself desire to be on 
the commitice; and he had not suggested it with a 
view of being, according to the usage of the House, 
placed uponit. He thougnt that whea, heretofore, 
the question had come up, it bad been referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. In one in- 
stance, he recollected that a favorable report had 
been made by the late chairman, [Mr. WitLiams of 
North Carolina:] and, as suggesied, he said, by a 
gentleman near him, [Mr. Reynotps,| who was a 
member of the Commitiee on the Public Lands 
during the late Congress, a bill in favor of making 
an additional allowance was reported from that 
commiittee, by his colleague, [Mr. Garvanp.] 


Mr. G. said he had not takes an interest in this 
subject from his own view of i's importance only, 
but that it came recommended to all his colleagues, 
as well as himself, ia both wings of the Capitol. 
The Legislature of Virginia had twice, since he had 
been here—unanimusly, he believed—passed reso- 
lutions in favor of a further appropriation; and 
had instructed her Senators, by all fair means, to 
procure a further appropriation. He conld not, 
therefore, consent to its going to a committee ad- 
verse to the very objects intended to be accom- 
plished. He would vote for the Commitice on the 


Public Lands, though he preferred a select commit- 
tee. 

After some further remarks from Messrs. SUM- 
MERS, ARNOLD, McKENNAN, WISE, and 
GILMER, an amendment was submitted by Mr. 
GOODE of Virginia, which Mr. STANLY accepi- 
ed. The resolution was then adopted. 


Mr. J. COOPER presented a report in reply to 
the resolution ef the House instructing the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of repealing the act of 1819 for the civilization 
of the Indians, and of discontnuing such annual 
appropriations under various treaties with several 
of the Indian tribes as are dependent on the dis- 
cretion of Congress or the Executive. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Mary McGee and Susan 
Pierce, heirs at law of George Neilson; 

A bill to revive an act to extend an act for the 
relief of John Davlin. 

These bills were severally read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported the following bills: 

A bill granting a quantity of land for the im- 
provement of Grant river, at the town of Potosi, in 
Wisconsin. 

A bill granting to the Territory of Wisconsin a 
certain tract of jand, for the benefit of the town of 
Fair Play, in the said Territory. 

A bill to aid in the construction ofa harbor at 
the town of Milwaukee, in the Territory of Wis- 
consin. 

There bills were read twice, and referred to the 
Committee «f the Whole. 

Mr. PENDLETON offered the following as an 
addition to the rules of the House. Add after the 
123d rule, the following: 

“It shall be in order for any member, in Committee of the 
Whole, to move that the vote on the pending question under 
considerauion be then taken; and the vote on such motion shall 
be taken without debate; and, if carried, the 
mediately taken, 
tion before the committee.’ 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON objected. 

Mr. EVERETT then cffered the following, 
which, he said, he should call up to-morrow: 

Ordered, That 
in Coma ee ol 


and nays, 


vote shail be im- 


without further debate, on the pending ques- 
d 


questions on amendments offered to the tariff, 
the Whole on the state of the Union, be taken 
by yea 


wheu demanded by one-fifth of the members 
present. 

Mr. FILLMORE then said it appeared to him 
there was an jadispensable necessity to act upon 
the bill which he reported yesterday, entitled “A 
bill to extend, for a Jimited period, the present laws 
for laying and collecting duties on imports.” 
There were but about twenty days remaining for 
the operation of the existing laws, and about fif- 
teen days would be required to advise the co!lect- 
ors at the farthest ports of the change that might 
be expected. 

Mr. PICKENS inquired if that was in order. 

Toe S7EAKER replied, that if the House went 
into Committee of ihe Whole, they could take ap 
any bill the committee thought proper. 

Mr. RANDALL begged permission to offer the 
foliowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House have prepared, as 
early as possible, for the use of its members, a tabular state- 
ment showing, in one view, the several rates of duties charged 
on various aiticles of imports by the different bills now before 
the liouse. 


Mr. FILLMORE said he had called upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury fer such a statement, 
and he knew not how soon it might be furnished. 
The Committee of Ways and Means had also pre- 
pared a statement; but he had no objection to the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. M. A. COOPER moved to amend the reso- 
Jation by adding thereto the words, ‘showing also 
the present rate of duty under existing laws.” 

Mr. ANDREWS moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

The motion was lost. 

Mr. YORKE moved the previous question, 
which was sustained by the House. 

The House then negatived Mr. Cooprer’s amend- 
ment, and the resolution was adopted in its origin- 
al shape, 
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THE TARIFF. 


Mr. FILLMORE again moved that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole, for 
the purpose of taking up the bill to extend, for a 
limited period, the present laws for laying and col- 
lecting duties on imports. 

Mr. COWEN called the attention of the House 
to the state of the private calendar; and he hoped, 
in the vote to be taken, that order of business 
would influence the votes of gentlemen. 

Tellers were called for, and Messrs. ArHeRTON 
and BoaRpMAN were appointed; and they reported 
92 in the affirmative, and 72 in the negative. 

Mr. McKENNAN accordingly took the chair; 
and 

Mr. FILLMORE moved the postponement of 
the tariff bill, that the committee might consider 
the bill he had before mentioned. 

After a few words from Mr. PICKENS and 
Mr. WISE, the motion was agreed to; and the 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A BILL to extend for a limited period the present laws for 
laying and collecting duties on Imports 

Be it enacted, §c., That all laws existing and in force on 
the first of June, eighteen hundred and forty-two, regulating 
and fixing the amount and rate of duties to be levied and col- 
lected on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into 
United States, and prescribing the mode of collecting the same, 
and all provisiot t thereto, shall continue ane be in 
force as they existed on that day, until the first day of August, 
eighteen hundred and forty-two, and no longer; anything in the 
act entitled * An act to medify an act of the fourteenth day of 
July, one thousand eight hundred and thirty-two, and all other 
acts impesing duties on imports,’ approved March second, 
eighteen hundred agid thirty-three, to the contrary in any Wise 
notwithstanding: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall suspend the distribution of the proceeds of the public 
jands, anything herein contain@, and anything contained is 
the proviso to the sixch section of the act approved fourth 
September, eighteen hundred and forty-one, entitled ‘An actto 
appropriate the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, 
and to grant pre-emption rights,” tu the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

The committee negatived a motion to strike out 
the words “‘first day of August,” as the limit of 
the extension of the present laws, the proposition 
being to leave the period indefinite. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved that the commiltee rise, 
and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. WISE was very willing to do so, because it 
was the best mode of defeating an increase of the 
duties for the present session. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT moved to strike out the pro- 
viso. He said that proviso was not found in the 
bill which was reported to the House a day or two 
since, and its insertion appeared t» have been an 
after-thought. This bill, as it origivaily appeared 
before the House, was simply to extend all the 
revenue laws to the Ist of August next frem the 
30ih of June next. The preseut bill not oniy pro- 
posed the same object, but also provided that 
nothing therein contained should interfere with the 
operation of the disiribution act. Without sucha 
proviso, the effect of this bill would have been to 
annihilate the distribution law, which directs the 

istribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
amongst the States. He then proceeded to notice 
the operation of this law if it should be passed by 
Congress. He was understood to say that the re- 
ceipts from the public lands, whieh had come into 
the treasury, had been used for the generai pur- 
poses of the Government; and the Secretary of ine 
Treasury would again be driven as a borrawer into 
the market, for money to divide amongst ihe Siates; 
and he wished to be informed if it was the inten- 
tion of gentlemen to put the treasury in that posi- 
tion. 

Mr. FILLMORE expiained. 

Mr. PICKENS said when he saw the gentleman 
from New York move to recommit the bill io ex- 
‘end the operation of the existing tariff laws, a day 
or two since, he was satisfied there was something 
more bebind the curtain. 

Mr. FILLMORE said he should have given his 
reasons if he had been permitted. It was the very 
reason which the subsequent bill would suggest. It 
was, that the former bill would have prevented the 
distribution in July. 

Mr. PICKENS. said that was preeirciy what he 
was going to remark. He considerrd it exeged- 
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ingly remarkable that this bill shouid have been 
postponed to this late period, and that it should not 
sooner, considering its consequences, bave been 
brought befure the House and the couatry. 
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House had gone into committee, and they were in- 
duced to believe they were about to enter upon the 
discussion of the tariff bill fally. But the gentle- 
man from New York came in and moved to lay 
that bill aside, and to take up this dill—a pr ceed- 
ing uiterly unorecedented in the history of icgista- 
tion since he had bad a seat in this House. Toe 
honorabie gentleman went into some statements of 
these laws, and of the bill now proposed; and he 
said he should like to know if, as the gentleman 
from New York intimated, there wa‘ none of the 
money to be distribuied in the public treasury; 
and, if there were none there, if they would compel 
the Government to borrow the money for distribu- 
tion among the States. 

Mr. GWIN offered an amendment, which he 
hoped would be accepted by the chairman of Ways 
and Means, and put an end to the debate entirely. 
Ii provided for a suspension of the law, distribut- 
ing the proceeds of the sales of the pablic lanas, 
until the Ist of August. 

Mr. CUSHING desired to understand the op- 
eration of this bili, upon other and collateral ques- 
tions. The third section of the act of 1833 pro- 
vided for a reduction of duties to t:renty per cent. 
aiier the 30h of June, 1842. What wou!’ be 
our condition, alter that time, without anv inter- 
mediate aciion on the part of Congress? at the 
slose of the third section of the act of 1833, it was 
provided that ali duties should be paid in ready 
money. That was definite. But rt was further 
provided that all duty on imports should be col- 
lected according ‘to thwir assessed value, at the 
ports where they were entered, according to such 
regulations as should be provided by law. The 
duties were io be assessed according to the home 
valuation. How was this to be ascertained? There 
Was no existing law, and no treasury machinery by 
which the collectors could be guided. The law of 
1833 conteraplated some action on the subject 
prior to the Ist of July, 1842. No act has yet 
been passed; neither the custom-house officers, nor 
the Sccretary of the Treasury, nor the importing 
merchants had any guice, according to which they 
could aci. These facts showed that the House 
should seriously determine whether any duties 
were to be collected or not. It was certain that 
some legislation would be necessary; and, acting 
upon this view, the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, and the Committee of Ways and Means, 
had both reported bills for the establishment 
of a permanent tariff. Should either of those 
bills be passed before the 30th of June, the 
necessity of further action would be super- 
seded. But the bill now before the committee 
contemplated the contingency of no action by Con- 
gress before the 30hofJane. It waza virtual 
acknowledgment that it would be impossible to 
pass a revenue bill before that time; and that the 
effect of the present bill was to extend the present 
laws until the Ist of August. There was, then, an 
imperative moral urgency to enact some tariff law. 
Without it, the treasury must be without money. 
In the second place, our market would be flooded 
with foreign merchandise. There might be $25,000,- 
000 of them in New York now. The owners of 
these gocds might export them to some near port 
in a British colony, and receive the duties which 
they had paid in the way of drawback. Then, in 
one week after the Ist of July, they might bring 
the goods back and enter them free. This might, 
or might not, happen; he stated the case as one of 
the possible consequences of a want of legislation. 
Following in this train, there was a third conse- 
quence of the failure to act upon the tariff; and 
that would be the entire prostration of the protec- 
tive interest. Not only would the interest depend. 
ant ona protective tariff be injured, but it would 
be entirely prostrated and overwhelmed by the 
torrent ef foreign productions which would come 
into our ports. 

With these three effects of inaction—a bankrupt 
treasury, our country flvoded with foreign ; roduc- 
tions, and her protective inieresis prostrated— 
staring the Representatives of the people in the 
face, there was a strong constitutional and moral 
obligation upon them to do something for the bene- 
fit of the country. - The effect of the present bill 
was to take away the urgent necessity for action 
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before the 30th of June. It merely gave another 
month to debate that great question of the enact- 


mentof a permanent tariff. 


But this bill related to other questions beside 
that of the tariff. He refrred to its operation 
upon the distribution law. The first section of 
that law provided that, from and after December 
3ist, 1841, certain things should happen; among 
those things, was the distribution of such sums as 
should be received into the treasury from the pub- 
lic lands, between December and June, to the 
States. Therefore, if nothing cecurred before that 
lime, the distribution would take effect. Was 
there any thing in this bill to prevent the accom- 
plishment of that object?’ The sixth section of the 
distribution law provided that, if the tariff should 
be so altered as to be inconsistent with the com- 
promise act of 1833, no distribution should be 
made. On these premises, how did the first part of 
the bill now before tee committee apply? [twas ob- 
vious that it changed the existing facts—ihe status 
in cuo; and its effect, in that part, was to repeal 
the distribution law. 

But tbe bill contained a proviso, that “nothing 
herein contained shall suspead the operation of the 
law directing a distribution of the nroceeds of the 
sates of the public 'anis” &c. The effect of this 
«aS to keep the distribution law in force. Every 
one was aware ihat this iaw had other relations 
besides those of a financial character. It was based 
upon political considerations. After some furtuer 
remarks upon this point, he proceeded to reply to 
the argument advanced, that the act of 1833 gave 
an implied stipulation that no duties should exceed 
20 per cent. after the 30th of June. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Pick- 
ENS] had said he was in favor of the bill without 
the proviso. Hedid not doubt the gentleman’s 
frierdsbip for it in that state, for it left the tariff as 
it was before; and in proportion as it was agreeable 
to that gentleman on this account, it was disngree- 
able to himself. In regard \o the compromise act, 
(about which gentlemen were in the habit of con- 
versing asa contract,) he could not see how that 
was more binding upon Congress than the compro- 
mise in the distribution law, which the gentleman 
himself wished to overthrow. 

| Mr. Picxens here made an explanation; which 
was not heard.] 

Mr. C. continued his remarks for some time, and 
concluced by stating that he seriously doubted the 
propriety of re-enacting the distribution law, and 
leaving the tariff to shift for itself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD could not agree that the 
distribution law was passed by means of a bargain 
between different interests represented on the ficor 
of the Senate. He himself had voted against the 
proviso to that law, foreseeing the consequences 
which were now athand. Such aprinciple as that 
by which the law was suspended whenever the da- 
ties On imports exceeded twenty per cent., should 
never have been incorporated into it. Since one 
Legislature had no right to bind its successors, the 
proviso itself might become inoperative. He had 
no idea that any bargain was entered into, to pro- 
cure the passage of the bill, by inserting the provi- 
SO; certainly, be was no party to it, if there was. 

He predicied that there would be some curious 
developments in the course of the debate and votes 
upon this bill and the amendments. In the first 
place, there were many gentlemen, and (he would 
be candid) bimself among them, who would vote 
upon the bill so as to get the land fund for the 
States. He should himself vote to obtain that 
money, at all evenis—20 per cent. or no 20 per 
cent. If he could not get the land money without 
bringing down the tanff, he would do that. He 
would bring it down to 20 per cent., and also he 
would bring the $65,000,000 worth of articles now 
duty-free, and subject them to the operation of the 
tariff. It was weil known that there were three 
classes of articles imporied throng our custom. 
houses—those paying duties ad valorem, those pay- 
ing specific duties, and a large class which were 
entered free. This last class he would embrace in 
a tariff, and thus enlarge the number of dutiab!e 
articles. 

There was another view of the questioo—a view, 
too, which could be carried. He hoped it would 





be; for they were strong enough to carry it, if they 
would only co-operate and show their strength 
now. ([Laughter.] There were many men in 
the House willing to vote for a tariff greater than 
20 per cent., and thus protect the manuiacturers, 
Many were thus situated, and were willing to help 
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Cu-HiNne] 
with his tariff, on the condition that they should 
get the land money for themselves. [Laugier] 
Some gentlemen said they must have protection, 
and others said they would vote for such a tariff 
as would give it incidentally. He was yuling, on 
his part. He was noi ultra, bat would go beyond 
20 per cent. in various iusiances. Bat gentlemen 
must show him that ihe land money would be dis- 
tributed. He did not wish io makea bargain, but 
was merely telling gentlemen these things for in- 
formation. (Laughter ] He repeated, he did not 
wish to make a bargain; but he would watch gen- 
tlemen when they voied on these various ques- 
tions. This was the second view cf the question. 
The third was thi-: if the Hoase should refuse to 
pass this bill, with the proviso by which the distri- 
bulien lav would be secured, it world prove that 
the free-trade, auti-proieciive interest had the as- 
cendency, and iatended to adhere to their policy. 
He should recard the vu'es given on the question. 
A> they voted on it, so would they show their 
hands. 

He then went on to say that it would be useless 
for him to debcie the question upon iis general 
piineiples, with a view \o changing the vote of any 
member. He believed that, were he to speak 
every day in the week till sundown, he could not 
alter a vote. He might convince members about 
the propriety of duties on particular articles; he 
might modify their views as to some of the details; 
but he could not make an anii-tariff man a tariff 
man. The House wouid be engaged ina long de- 
bate; but the speeches would be intended mostly 
for home consumption. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON inquired whether 
the geatleman would consider those who voted in 
favor of a repeal of the distribution law, as opposed 
to a protective tariff; and those who voted against 
the repeal, as friends to a protective tariff ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD replied that he would. 

Mr. WISE, after a few remarks, observed, that 
if he understood the gentleman from Kentucky 
correctly, his first object was to increase the duties 
above 20 per cent., and to provide what he con- 
sidered proper protection, and also to repeal the 20 
per cent. ciause in the land distribution bill—that 
is, to hold on to distributjon and protection both. 
The gentleman’s second proposition was equally 
important. He understood him to proclaim to the 
protection interest, inside of this House and out of 
it, that ifthey would not give him the repeal of the 
20 per cent. clause—if they would not give him 
distribution, he would not give them duties above 
20 percent. (Mr. Unperwoop. That is right.] 
But he would go for cutting down every branch of 
the public expenditures—every branch of the pub- 
lic service. (Mr. Unperwoop said the gentleman 
was here wrong, and explained what he did say. 
Then the gentleman will recuce the expenditures of 
the Government, and tax tea and coffee, in order 
to hold on to distribution, That was precisely 
what he held out to his constitnents and others to 
be the policy to be pur:ued, not by the gentleman 
from Kentucky alone, but by the majority of the 
House; and the gentleman now avowed it. New 
(said Mr. W.) we unders'and the votes that have 
been given at this session, Siok the navy, sink 
the army, sink protection, end every Government 
establishment—every indusirial interest is to be 
sacrificed for one man’s hobby—distribution. The 
people are to be taxed to distrivute; the Govern- 
ment is to borrow to distribute; ihe navy, the right 
arm of our defence, and the army, the left arm, 
are to be sacrificed; and those who have heretofore 
professed to be par excellence the friends of protec- 
ton, are now to be its worst enemies. New Eng- 
land, Pennsylvania, and every manafacturing State, 
are to be told that they are to have no protection, 
unless they will give away the proceeds of the 
public lands. They have announced to them that 
the main difficulty in their way, now that protec- 
tion—which is incidental to a revenue tariff, and a 
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large revenue, too—is required for the wan's of the 
Government—‘hat the only bugbear ia the way is 
ihe Jand distribution bill. This was avowed—hon- 
estly avowed—by the gentleman from Kentucky; 
aod he would hold him to it. 

Mr. W. said he would go for a liberal tariff for 
revenue. He would vote to-day to raise the du- 
lies above twenty per cent., because the Govern- 
ment was in debt, and wanted money to carry on 
its Operations; and he wonld do that under the ex- 
isting Jaw—the land bill—which bore on its face 
the declara'tion—the pledge—that when the duties 
should exceed twenty per centum, distribution 
should cease. He agreed with the honorable gentle- 
man that there was no principle of legislation by 
which one Congress couid bind its successors, except 
good faith. ‘Those who devised the land disiribu- 
tion law enacted— did not pledge merely, but en- 
acted—that when it should be found necessary to 
raise the daties above twenty pey cent., the disiribu- 
tion shouid be suspended. Was there nothing, in 
good faith, binding the very same men who made 
that law, to fulfil 1? Sir, the time bas come when 
Government needs more revenue than can be col- 
lected under ex.sting laws; when it needs so much 
revenue, that a revenue tariff w!!| give that reason- 
able protection to our domestic manufactures, to 
which no Scuthern man will object; and while the 
gentleman threatened the tariff-mea witha loss of 
pretection if they did not repeal the clause of the 
distribution act, I,to get a repeal ef thai act, will 
go for raising the duties above twenty per cent. 
He might sce some partial good in protection; but 
he could see no govud—nothing but bribery, cor- 
ruption, and ruin—in the distribution act. He want- 
ed neither a high tariff nor distribution; but, though 
he was an anti-tariff man, he would agree to give 
some protection, rather than retain te distribution 
act. He would rather see some portion of the 
country benefited, than the whole country injured. 
He was no!, however, called on to vote for protec- 
tion, but for revenue; and, in voting revenue enough 
for the purposes of the Government’, he would give 
as much protection as the manutacturers eught to 
expect. 

Mr. EVERETT observed that he voted for the 
distribution act on the ground that the lands were 
the original property of the States, and because he 
wished to take them out of the political market. 
If there had been no other way of doing this, he 
would have been willing to cede them back to the 
States who gave them. With regard to the twenty 
per cent. clause, every consideraiion with him was 
.o favor ef its repeal. He would rather that this 
‘bill should not pass, and trust to the consequences, 
than siop the distribution. He voted for that clause 
because there was a necessity to adopt it, in order 
to pass the bill; but he gave that vote with a de- 
termination that, at the first opportunity that offer- 
ed, he would get rid of it. He did not consider 
that honor or good faith required of him to adhere 
to a measure that had been forced on him as that 
was. ; 

After a few more remarks from Mr. E., in repiy 
to Messrs. Wisk and Cusnina, 

Mr. FOSTER und:rstood the gentleman from 
Vermont to say thai he voted for this proviso in 
the distribution act, in order to obtain the advan- 
tage of passing the law, and, sfierwaids, of repeal- 
ing the ;.,oviso. He heard this admission with 
deep regrei; for there was no gentleman for whom 
be cntertained a higher respect than he did for bim. 
He was aware that there was no Jaw but what 
could be repealed, and that one Congress could 
not bind its successors; but, in passing that aot, there 
was a fiith pledged, that ovght not to be violated. 
He believed there was not a man in the House, or 
in the Senate, that woald get up and say that the 
distridation law could have passed without that 
clause. It was a contract, as well understood at 
the time, as any that had ever been made between 
individuais; and those who voted for it seemed to 
him to be under the same cbiigations to adhere to 
their contracts. No man beli:ved that the bi!! 
could have deen passed without (bat proviso. What 
was it? It was this, [reading from the law:] “If, at 
any time during the existence of this act, there 
shall be an impos.tion of duties oa imports incon- 
sistent with the provisions of the act of 2d March, 
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1833, and beyond the rate of duty fixed by that act, 
viz: 20 per cent. ad valorem, the distribation pro- 
vided for by this act shali be suspended, and shall 
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continue sucpended until the cause of suspensiog || 
4 
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shall be removed.” Mr. F. continued his remarks 
aitsome length; coneiuding with the position, that 
the act was passed in good faith, and should be ad- 
hered to 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL replied atsome length, 
contending tha’, if good policy required the repeal 
of the clause, there was nothing that rendered it 
obligatory on Congress to retain it. He argued 
that there was no contract expressed or imptied; 
and that, unless there was a contract, (one essential 
ingredient of whieu was a valuable consideration, ) 
no Legislature was Dound to abide by the acts of its 
predecessor. 

Mr. PROFFIT remarked, (Mr. I. yielding the 
floor for the purpose of explanation,) that there was 
a consideration—and that was, the passage of the 
bankrupt bill, neariy at the same time. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania was not here at that 
time, and dil not know the c‘rcumstances under 
which these two acis were passed; but, if he could 
get the floor, he would expiain them all, and show 
that it was said in the Senate that there was a con. 
tract by which the passage of the one bill depended 
on the other. 

After some further remarks from Mr. J. R. IN- 
GERSOLL— 

Mr. GOGGIN went at length through a history 
of Mr. President Tyler's ‘egisiative course io the 
House of Delegates in Virginia, to fasten upon 
him inconsistency on the subject of the distribution 
law. 

The honorable gentleman being called to order 
for irrelevancy, replied that he spoke in reference 
to the declaration of the gentleman trom Virginia, 
[Mr. Wise,] that the President would veto this 
bill. 

Mr. WISE denied that he had thrown out any 
such intimation. 

Mr. GOGGIN resumed, and concluded his 
speech 

Mr. PROFFIT (amid many criesof ‘Rise, rise,”’) 
said he wished to address a few remarks to the 
committee, in reply to what had fallen from the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Gocain ] He was 
sorry to see political cousicerations introduced into 
the debate; but, inasmuch as that gentleman had 
spoken of the opinions of the President as to the 
distribution of the land fund, he would say a few 
words, leaving the full answer to the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Wise,] who declared he coald 
answer all that had been asserted in relation to the 
inconsistency of Jobn Tyler. The resolutions 
spoken of as having been approved by the Presi- 
dent, contemplated a surplus before the land fund 
was distributed. 

Mr. ARNOLD inquired what he meant by a sur- 
plus. 

Mr. PROFFIT meant a surplus in the treasury, 
such as formerly existed, when various proposi- 
tions were made for disposing of it. He com- 
mented upon the propriety of these gentlemen of 
the Whig party talking of the inconsistency of the 
Presid-nt, when they had been so inconsistent 
themselves, in a few months’? time—taking one 
course of action at the exirasession, and another 
at this session—at that ime advocating a provision 
to prevent the tariff from going beyond twenty per 
ceni., and now d2clai.og that they never meant it 
to go into Operation. 

He complained of the workings of party, by 
which the subject c: distribution had been intro- 
duced into this deba'e. The chairman of the 
Ways and Means had introduced a bill to extend 
the operation of the present revenue laws until the 
Ist of August. This was not enough for the party; 
and a day or two after, a new Dill was brought in, 
to prevent the suspension of tre distribution law 
curing that period. He appea'ed to his old friends 
of the Whig party, in a manner that excited much 
merriment. He begged them not to insist upon 
this proviso, when they would get but a milion and 
a quarter at most, during the present year, from the 
distributon law. He referred to the letter of one 
of the Senators from Mississippi, stating that he 
voted for that law because of his desire to have 


‘the bankrupt bil! passed; and appealed to the gen- 


tleman from Mississippi for a statement of the 
facts. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON replied, that he had 
not a copy of the letter, but recollected that the 
Senator declared he was induced to vote for the 
distribution bill beeause he could thereby procure 
the passage of the bankrupt bil. 

Mr. WISE wished to read a part of the report 
made by Mr. Tyler to the Virginia Legislature, 
which his coileague [Mr. Goaartn] had not read 
when addressing the House. 

Mr. ARNOLD objected; but 

Tne CHAIR decided it might be read. 

Mr. PROF FIT then read, at the request of Mr. 
Wi-r, a resolution offered by Mr. Tyier in the 
Virginia House of Delegates, in 1839, declaring 
that the compromise \ct should be held sacred end 
inviolate. 

After a few remarks 

Mr. 


from Mr. GOSGIN-- 
PROFFITY proceeded with his argument. 
He contended that the actof the extra scssion was 
more binuing than the compromise of 1833. He 
would say to the tariff men, that their dearest in- 
terests were connected with politics and President- 
making; that the party here was ceiermined lo con- 
nect their interests with poliics. He appealed to 
gentiemen to discard party considerations in this 
matier, and not risk the loss of a tariff altege'her 
for the sake of the paltry sum of a million anda 
quarte: a yeer from the distribution law. 

When Mr. P. had concluded his remarks, 

Mr. GILMER obtained the fluor, and was about 
to address the committee ; but gave way toa mo- 
tion by Mr. MORGAN that the committee rise ; 
which was agreed to. 

Several minutes having elapsed, the SPEAKER 
entered the hall and resumed the chair. 

Mr. FiLUMORE then vai¢, inasmuch as it was 
important to have speedy action on this bill, he de- 
sired to offer a resolution for taking the bill out of 
committee within one half houi’s t!me. 

Objections having been made in various quar- 
ters, a motion to adjourn was iwmade and entertain- 
ed by the SPEAKER. 

Mr. FILLMORE claimed the f oor, and contend- 
ed that the motion could not be received. 

The SPEAKER adhered to his decision. 

Mr. FILLMORE then calied for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn ; which were taken, 
and resulted, ayes 81, nues 94 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. FILLMORE?’s resolution was then read as 
follows: 

Resolved, That, in half an hour from the passage of this reso- 
lution, all debate in Committee of the Whole House on bill No. 


180 shall cease; and the committee shall proceed to vote on 
amendments then pending, or that may be offered, to said bill; 
and then report the same to the House, with such amendments 
as may have been agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. ARNOLD was about to address the House, 
but was called to order from various parts of the 
hall. 

Mr. TURNEY moved that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion was 
not in order. 

Mr. TURNEY appealed from the decision, and 
called for the ayes and noes on the appeal; which 
were ordered. 

The SPEAKER stated the reason for his decis- 
ion, It was not in order to move an adjournment 
now, because no business had occurred since the 
last motion was rejected. 

Mr. J. G. FLOYD said that the ayes and noes 
had been taken; and that was considered business, 
eccording to the Consti'ution. 

Mr. GAMBLE moved to lay the appeal on the 
table. 

Mr. HOUSTON called for the ayes and noes; 
which were ordered: whereupon, 

Mr. GAMB&LE withdrew his motion. 

As the question was about to be taken on the ap- 
veal, 

Mr. McKEON obtained the floor, and moved 
that it be laid upon the table. 

Tie motion prevailed—yeas 102, nays 71. 

Mr. W. 0. GOODE moved that the House ad- 
journ. 

Mr. McKENNAN asked leave to make a sug- 
gestion; but his voice was soon drowned by cries of 
** order.” 
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_ Mr. MORGAN called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn. Ordered. 

Mr. WISE appealed to tue House to allow the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McK ennan] 
to make a statement. 

Mr. McKENNAN then madea few remarks, 
the purport of which was to request the gentleman 
from New York to withdraw or waive the resolu- 
tion which he had submitted tor 
of committee ia hali an hour. 
impracticable to do that to-day. 

Mr. FILLMORE disclaimed all 
taking advantage of the 
offer bis resulution, and acceded to the request of 
his friend from Pennsyivania [Mr. McKennan] 
lo Waive its considerativa to- . 

Mr. McKENNAN said he would state,in jus- 
lice. to the gent {Mr. Gitwer, } 
who was enitled to the floor in committee, that 
the resis'ance to the in urn was not for 
the accommodation of that gentleman, who was pre 
pared, when the motion that the committee saould 
rise Was made, to go on with his remarks 

All difficulty having been thus seitied, the mo- 
tion for the 08 and nays on the adjournment was 
withdrawn; ard the House adjourned at half past 
4 o’clock. 


taking the bill out 
It would be almost 


intention of 
rising of the committee, to 


leman near him, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENT, AStVE 
SatTurpay, June 11, 184 
Mr. CUSHING asked leave of the House to 
submit a resolution of inquiry, on a subject of 
great interest to many persons, at whose instance 
he offered the resolution. 


No objection being made, the resolution was 
read and adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That Presides i the United States be re- 
quested to com 1 t House (if, in hisjudgmer 
same be compatible with t iblic Interest) the report of the 
commissioners on the partof the United States, uoder the late 
convention betWeen the Uaited States andthe Mexican Repub 
iC; also, a particular iien f the Conditio } the Claling 
preferred by c1 ns of the 1 State the Governme 
the Mexican Republic, for which the interposition of the Gov- 
erament of the United Sta en invoked, and which are 
not yet satistied 

Mr. COWEN, the Committee of Claims, 


reported the Senate b (|! for the relief of Daniel 
Kleis<, without amendment. 

Mr. J.R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
of Ways aud Mean ported a bill for the relief 
of David Walkinson and Co., of Connecticu'; 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House 

Mr. FILLMORE inquired what was the order 
of to-day’s business 

The SPEAKER replied that sg was a 
order lo r to-day, namely, a bill t 
land claims in Lou:siana. 

The Clerk read the bill at +e 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON addressed the House at 
great length vn the merils of ei claim. 

In the course of his remarks, he gave way for 
the reception of a message from the Senate. 
Assory Dickins, esq., ay peared i before 
with a message from the Srnate, and announced 
that the Senate bad passed the apportionment bill, 
with amendments; which he returned to the House. 

Mr. BIDLACK rose, and obtained the permis- 
sion of the gentleman who was entitled to the floor, 
[Mr. Cave Jonnson,] to make a suggestion. He 
observed that the Legislature of the State of Penn- 
sylvania Was now in extra session, for the purpose 
of apportioning the State under the late census; 
and he there ore earnestly urged on the House the 
propriety of proceeding at once to the considera- 
tion of the amendments which the Senate had made 
to the bill. 


special 
coblirm certain 


the bar 


The suggestion of the honorable gentleman not 
being adopied, he gave notice that, under the pe- 
culiar circumstances, he and his colleagues would 
feelitto be their duty to urge action on the subject 
as soon as any one of them ceuld obtain the floor 
lor the purpose. 

Mr. CAVE 
marks on the 


JOHNSON then resumed his re- 
special order under consideration. 


Mr. MOORE sustained the claim, in reply to Mr. 
JOHNSON. 
Messrs. COOPER of Pennsylvania and CAVE 


JOHNSON briefly replied; aud were followed by 
Mr. WHITE of Louisiana, in favor of the claim- 
ants; after which, 

















Mr. ANDREWS of Keutucky moved the pre- 
vious question, which was seconded; and the main 


| question was ordered. 


The main question being on concurring with the 
qmendments made in Committee of the Whole, 
was carried; and then, 

After some remarks from Mr. C. JOHNSON, 
in reply to Mr. WHITE, the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. ANDREWS ot Kentucky moved the pre- 
vious question, under the operation of whicn the 
bill was passed. 

The House then adjourned. 

IN SENATE. 
Monpay, June 13, 1842. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
reseniatives, returning, with amendmenis, Senate 
bill confirming certain land claims in Louisiana; 
which amendwents were read, and, with the bill, 
recommitied to the Committee on Private Lana 
Claims. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented to the Senate the 
credentiais of the Hon. Leonarp Wi tcox, who 
had been elecied by the Legislature of New Hamp- 
shire to fill the unexpired term of the Hon. Frank- 
LIN PiERCE, resigned. 

Mr. KING suggested that, ee the 
honorable Senator had heretofore qualified under 
the appointment by the Governor, it wouid be ne- 
cessary for him to qualify again. 

Mr. WiLcox was according!y again qualified, 
and took his seat. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presenied a memorial from 
Philadelphia, from a large number of persons en- 
gaged in, and connected with, the several branches 
of printing and publishing, suggesting the proper 
mode of imposing a tariff on the importation of 
foreign books and other publications. ‘The memo- 
rialisis are Vnanimously opposed to the passage of 
an international copy-right law; and the memorial 
contained a brief and conclusive argument against 
the passage of any such law. Mr. B. said he was 
happy to learn that the Committee on the Judiciary 
were also unanimous against the adoption of an 
international copyright law. 

On motion of Mr. B , so much of the memorial 
as related to the tariff was reterred to the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures; and that porton rejating to 
the copyright was referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, 

Mr. 5B. also presented sixteen 
rials, all very numerously signed, by practical 
tailors of the county and city of Philadelphia, 
representing that since the passage of the com- 
promise act of 1833, and the tariff act of 1841, 
the conipetition on (from the importation of) ready- 
made clothing ‘had greatly increased; so much so, 
as to ulteily destroy that business in this country. 
The memoralists represent that a specific duty of 
fifty per cent., and nothing less, will protect them 
against foreign competion: reterred to the Com- 
mittee on Manutactures. 


other memo- 


Mr. B. also presented four memoria's from 
Pennsyivania, and he confessed he was at a loss 
to know. what would be the proper committee to 
which to refer them. The memorialists stated 
that there was not sufficient currency in the coa.- 
ry, in order to conduct its business. They sup- 
posed that enough specie for that purpose did not 
exist in the world, or even upon which to forma 
basis. They, therefore, to attain the desideratum 
of a sound and adequate currency, suggested a 
Government issue of $200 000,000 of stock, based 
on the public lands, to be divided in such propor- 
lion as Was suggested by them, among the several 
States and Territories; and, in order to secure full 
ct nfidence, they recommend an unconditional 
pledge of the pr anes of the public lands for the 
regelar redemption of the stock; and a tariff of 
duties, such es neal. after paying expenses of 
Government, leave sufficient to pay the interest on 
this stock. The memorial was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from a 
large number of inhabitants of the county of 
Montgomery, in the State of Pennsylvania, com- 
plaining of the operations of the compromise act, 
and praying that such a tariff might be established 
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as would give protection to home industry; which 
was referred to the Cummittee on Manufactures. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the House bill providing tor refund. 
ing money paid by Charles H. Atherton, for cer- 
tain lands, which caanot be located; and it was 
referred to the Committee on Pubiic Lands. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial nu- 
merous'y signed by citizens ef Venango county, 
Pennsylvania, staling that a large number of the 
officers and soldiers who served under General 
Wayne, during the late war, are now living, and 
have never received from the Government ade- 
qua'e compensation for their services. They, 
therefore, pray that the Government may not be 
unmindful of them: referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. B. also presented a memorial from a num- 
ber of citizens of Montgomery county, Pennsylva- 
nia, in favor of a protective tariff: referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures. 


FLORIDA ARMED OCCUPATION AND SET- 
TLEMENT BILL. 

On motion of Mr. BENTON, the bill to provide 
for the armed occupation and settlement of the un- 
settled part of the peninsula of East Florida, was 
taken up as in comuiitiee of the whole; and, hav- 
ing been read— 

Mr. BENTON said the principle ef this bill had 
several times received the sanction of the Senate; 
similar bills having several times passed the Sen- 
ate within the jast three years. It was now recom- 
mended by the President and Secretary of War; 
and with the more reason, as the number of In- 
dians in the peninsula of Fiorida was greatly re- 
duced, and the troops partly withdrawn. There 
were not Indians enough in the Territory to justify 
military Operations But there were too many to 
justify settiements by cultivators and others, until 
inducements were held out to them sufficient to jus- 
tify people to incur the risk and the privations in- 
cident to such settlement. The dill proposed these 
inducements—namely, a quarter section of land, 
subsistence for one year, and arms and ammuni- 
tion for such as should need them. Mr. B. said 
that the necessily for the bill was becoming more 
and more urgent. Since the delivery of the Presi- 
dent’s message, and sioce this bill had been brought 
into the Senate, the massacre of families had re- 
commenced with great ferocity; and the condition 
of the people called loudly for the sympathy of the 
country, and the aid of Congress. Mr. B. then 
read from Florida papers an account of these re- 
cent massacres, as follows: 


“Sr. AuGUSTINE, May 19. 
“On Saturday, oe bath instant, two worthy young men, 
their names Liitiebu i Will oy Van Zandt, were killed by 
Indians at the Lone 11 ummock, not far from the ‘natural bridge 
of the Santafee. Abraham Osteen wasin company, and nar- 
rowly escaped with his jife, having had his gun hit by a rifie 
ball from the Lidians. 
“On Sunday morning, the same party of Indians made their 
appearance amengst the settlements on or near the Santafee, 
seven or eight miles from the place, and attacked Moses Ca- 
ys family whi e they were at the cow-pen, _ Mrs. Cason 
ind an infant child, and sever: ly wounded Mr. Cason and one 
other child, plundered and burnt their house, and also the 
house of the widow Douglass, who fortunately escaped with 
her children a few minutes before her house was in flames. 
The Indians proceeded on their course in an easterly direction; 
and, on the same day, when near the Mineral Springs, (Wash- 
ington’s,) they ambuscaded a party of five men and fired on 
them, wounding Mr. R. Stafford dangerously. The same night 
th -y attacked the house of Absalom Snowden, near Stafford’s 
Mill, on the Santaiee; killed Mr. Snowden and his three chil- 
dren, and wounded Mrs. Snowden, and Jett her for dead. Iam 
happy to say that she is sull alive, although with six wounds, 
and hopes are entertained of her recovery. The house was 
plundered and burnt. Mrs. Suowden, who was found next 
morning, staies that the Indians attacked the house, shot her 
husband, took the children, with herse!!, to a short distance into 
the woods, and there deliberately murdered her three children 
before her eyes; they were shot with arrows. She was then, 
although begging for her life, shot with a rifle and with arrows, 
and stabbed in several places, and left for dead. An arrow has 
been taken fiom her, and another from one of her children; they 
are both barbed with iron or steel, something in the form of a 
harpoon, and were shot with such force as to go through the 
body of Mrs. Snowden. A small party of five men were at the 
mill, distant halfa mile from Snowdeu’s, who heard the rifles 
and yells of the Indians, and the screains and cries for mercy of 
Mrs. Snowden; but to zo to their assistance was almost certain 
death, with their small force. The ford at the creek was way- 
laid by the Indians, and they had gone to their assistance, it is 
altogether probable the whole would have perished. 
“The dragoons, and Captain Sewell’s company of infantry, 
andsome Citizens, in separate parties, hunted for them on Tues- 
day, and discovered that they had gone from this neighborhood. 
After an unsuccessful search of three days or more, the scouts 
returned, except the dragoons, who are now in pursuit, The 
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Indians left more blood on their trail, having killed two soldiers 
somewhere between here and Wacasassa. Such is a briet 
Imperfect statement of these horri! le tragedies, but no wi 
or pen can describe such horrors.’ 
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“St. AVG 
“MORE MURDERS 
“On Tuesday night we learn a pariy of I 


'STINE, June 3. 


lane, supy osed to 


be 50 warriors, attacked the house of Mr Robinson, of Jefferson 
county, just beyond the Ocilla, a ie Federal road several 
miles, killed iis mother and four o the family, and plun- 
dered and burnt his plac>. A party of United States troops 
are stationed some ten miles, it is said, from the place. Large 


parties of citizens have gone ia pursuit.” 

Mr. B. said these deplorable detai!s admitted cf 
nocomment. Tney were distressing to the last 
degree, and appealed, more powertully than any 
language he could use, to the sympathies and the 
justice of Congress for that pretection which the 
Constitution guaranties t+ al! the inhabitants of the 
Union. Seven years had elapsed since these mas- 
sacres began—a perio! as long as the war of the 
Revolution; and, during all that time, the setile- 
ments had been broken up, property. destroyed, 
lives sacrificed, and those re aroing to their deseried 
homes were still exposed to all the horrors ot In- 
dian warfare. The United Siates is buund to pro- 
tect these inhabitants. It owes every citizen pro- 
tection. The military force has done what it can: 
it has driven the Indians out of the field—reduced 
them to a small number; and the rest must chiefly 
be done by armed settlers, attracted to the country 
by the inducements which are offered. 

r. B. then explained the provisions and the en- 
actments of the bill. The first point was the line 
south of which the settlemenis were. This line 
was taken at towuship seven, which united a!! the 
requisites of a proper line. It rau across the head 
of the peninsuia, leaving Deadman’s bay to the 
south, and St. Augustine to the norih—passing 
along the scene of the last massacres—dividing 
the exposed and unsetiled part of the peninsula 
from that which was principally held by private 
owners, and contained but little public land. The 
line was also a marked one, aud would be easily 
known and observed. Tae condition of acquiring 
the land was five years’ residence south of this line, 
and defending the country from the Indians. ‘The 
princip'e of the bili was residence and defence; 
and single men and young men, as well as heads 
of families, were entitled to its benefits. Great 
stress was laid upon these provisions of the bill. 
Young men, and single men, are expected to go in 
large numbers to the country; as many would be 
willing to risk themse!ves, who might not be wiil- 
ing 'o risk their families. Tne most liberal pro- 
vision is made for enabling the settler to select his 
land at his convenience, and to improve it when 
he can. Residence on the land itself is not re- 
quired, because the very nature of the case will 
require settlers to live together, in sta‘ions or block- 
houses, for mutual defence. The period of one 
year was limited for settlers to go to the country; 
and, considering the inducements held out, (for 
good land and a good home would be got in this 
peninsula,) and the general stagnation of busi- 
ness in the United States, and the great number 
of persons out of employment, and seeking the 
means of living, he (Mr. Benron) believed that, 
before the year was ou', a competent number of set- 
tlers will have entered the country to ho!d it in 
peace against the few Indians that remained. The 
ensuing winter would probably be the chief season 
of emigration; but the sooner the better, as first 
settlers take first choices. Mr. B. had no doubt 
that the settlers would go: no doubt that it was the 
most profitable enterprise in which they could en- 
gage—that, in addition to the benefits of their own 
labor, they would get good homes in the permasent 
acquisition of one hundred and sixty acres of land, 
in aclimate adapted to the tropical productions, 
and the title to which is made sate to the settler, 
and to his wife and children, or other near rela- 
tions, to the uller exclusion of specniators. The 
provisions of the bill were fatal to speculators, the 
desiga being to secure ihe settler and his family, or 
near relations. 

Messrs. KING and SEVIER made a few re- 
marks on certain amendimenis which they suggest- 
ed to the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs [Mr. Benton] were necessary to perfect 
the bill, and concurring with him on ihe propriety, 
importance, and necessity of its passage. The 




















amendmests suggested having been adopted, the 
bill was read as 


follows: 


























len jy the Senate and House of Representatives 
the l 1 Staies if America in Congress assembled, 

i the t hal ur united {to the wiiite settiers b ing heads ol 
families, single men, or young men able to bear arms, who shall 
set Or may hav tle 1, in the peninsula of Florida, south of 
townshil} ven, south of the bage line, within one year from the 
passage of tiis act, a b y ol e hundred and sixty acres of 

nd, upon the followimeg ¢ lidion 

First. ‘I said setifer to reside in the Territory of Florida, 
south of said (owuship, for five years, and to take his grant on 
Luv rie land south of tha stil} 

Second. Tl ud settle | provide arms, ammunition, 
and blockhous then fence B e arms and amniunt- 
ton will be fur he 1 ed 3S 3 lu Cases where the 

ter shall n 1 »tur i } 

Third. Rati t ill parts thereof) will be fur- 
ished tosuch settlers as may apply tor the same, for one year, 

ivera ii iti ) 4 t , al tne nearest miil- 

Ka il ind shall have the right to se 

nprove the same, \ Se e upon it, H he pleases, 

it any time bel p s, arid to enter the 

same as soon as a land office: ened; but shall not receive a 

patent cerut refor der south 

wushiy ruil befor 

the proper { t ( this 

ict the I itt ec 

tional bdivisions ited 
Srates 

upon d of 

r betor t ants 

sha ( iw, i 

viduw, 1 3 he le none 

his comy ice WI 1e conditions of this act, up 

) time of his deat iil be sutiie yentide t! m to th 
paten 

Si 2..A it f ren That tl nty la 
here rranted shall be fr t s d unail even by 

ic} ve, uot pat issues for on ar there 
afte I il t Bhi the orlz etller, H alive; 
ad, if id, isha i issu ’ next of blood and widow, 
if he has left a widow, to be held and divided by ther according 
ythe laws of Fiovida; and every alienation of any such bounty 
ind, even by ju il process, made before the issuance of the 
paten Within one year thereatter, sha!l be null and void; and 

e lilrusive possessur, bY Virtue Of lease 
devise, gilt, or transfer, cojtrary to thi ed out 
of possession at any time by a action name 

the original settler, or of his widow and heirs-at-law, or any 
one or more of them, Or in the name of any suysequent pur- 
ciaser, after the said land becomes legally alienable; and fu 

uinages ni ¢ recovered in tse samme sull against the intru- 
Ve pussesst asser and disseizor. 


idiana Said tue bill was an im- 
far as its general principles 
were concerned, he really hai not made up any 
detinite opinion; but if its objects met the sanction 
of the Senate, still it was that its details 
should correspond, as near as possible, to the prin- 
ciples of other bills touching the policy of th 

Government in making dispos ition of the public 
lands. Fer instance, there should be a reservation 
tor school purposes, and some provision to guard 
the settlers against conflicting claims arising out of 
namerous settlements ia the same portion of land. 
If the principles of the bill were sustained by the 
Senate, still its details sh ald corres to the 
other legislation relative to settlemen's on the pub- 
lic lands, as to the mode cr manner of the settle- 
ment. Therefore, for the purpose of affording an 
opportunity for an examination of the detai! 
bill, gested that it should be passed over in- 
ft formally ill to-morrow: which sug was 

reed to. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented a memorial, emanating 
from a medical convention held in Ohio, praying 
that so much of the jaw regulating patents be re- 
pealed authorizes the granting of patents for 
medical compoynds of inventions : referred to the 
Committee on Patents 

The PRESIDENT pro tem. laid before the Sen- 
ate a message of the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report from the State Department, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the 21 
March last, requesting information touching the 
pr@eedings under the convention of the I1th April, 
1839, between the United States and the Mexican 
Republic; which 

On motion of Mr. 
on the table, and be 
mittee on Printing, 

Engrossed biil, entitled An act to provide for the 
permanent e: uplos in tne Po-t Office Department 


"Mr. SMITH ot [i 


poriant one, aad, so 


obvious 


all 


pond 


ol the 





he 


sug 


gestion 


as 


cot 


SEVIER, was ordered to lie 


printed: referred to the Com- 


of certain clerks heretofore, for several years, tem- 
porarily employed in that departmen',” was taken 


up, read the third t me, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PHELPS, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration, as in committee of 
whole, of the bill providing for the settlement of 
the claim of the heirs of Silas Deane. This bill 
was discussed during the whole 


the 


day’s session, by 
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Messrs. PHELPS, SMITH of Connect.cut, and 
BERRIEN, explanatory and defensive of the 
grounds of the claim, and in favor of its passage; 
and by Messrs. KING, McROBERTS, and HEN- 
DERSON, in opposition to the passage. 

Mr. PHELPS, to do away with objections urged 
in debate to the passage of the bill, moved to 
amend is to the effeet that, for all purchases made, 
and supplies furnished, by Mr. oe under the 

wiih the Se 








contract cret Committee of the Conti- 
nental Congress, (amounting ao $200,006,) he 
should be allowed 5 per cent.; and tor all pur- 


chases or supplies furnished, or contracts made by 
him for supplies, subsequent to those under the 

miract, to the period of May, 1776, and no longer, 
that he should be allowed only 24 per cent. 

Mr. HENDERSON proposed an amendment to 
this amendment, to the effect, (in the adjustment of 
the claim,) that for the sum of $10,500, hereto- 
fore, by resolution of Congress, authorized to be 
paid to the claimant, he shonld be allowed the 
value only of that amount of continental money at 
that period. 

This amendment wa 
ayes 9, noes 17. 

The question then recurring on the amendment 
submitied by Mr. Puetes, the amendment was, 
at the suggestion of Mr. KING, so modified as to 
make it apply to articles pur shased and supplies 
furnished, and not to extend to contracts made for 
supplies; and then the question being put, the 
amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

‘fhe bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

O.1 motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate 
into executive session; and, afler some time 
therein, adjourned. 


s disagreed to on a count, by 


went 
spent 





HOUSE OF RE PRES SENTATIVES. 
Monpay, June 13, 1842. 

Mr. OLIVER presented the proceedings of a 
large and respeciable meeting of the farmers and 
laborers of the county ef Yates, in the State of New 
York, praying Congress to readjust the present tar- 
itf on fureign imports in such a manner as to give 
the Government a sufficient revenue for its sup- 
port, and, if = ssible, to discrim nate upon such 
imports as will aid the producing class of American 

citizens. 

_Mr. STANLY presented a statement from Mr. 
Poindexter, which was understood to be in reply to 
some remarks which had been made ina recent 
debate on the affairs of the New York custom- 
house. 

Mr. ADAMS offered a resclution, which was 
adopted, calling upon the President for a copy of 
the quintuple treaty for the suppression of the siave- 
trade; a copy of the protest of Governor Cass, our 
minister to France; also, — of such corres- 
pondence on the subject o f the quintuple treaty as 
has passe d between this Government and Governor 
Cass. 

Mr. FILLMCRE moped, & as this was reso’ution 
day, that the Siates would be called in order. 

The SPEAKER accordingly commenced with 
the State of Ohio, where the call was interrupted 
on the last resolution day. 

Mr. PENDLETON offered the following as an 
addition to the 123d rule: 

“It shall 


Wh ile, to move tha 
consideration be ther 


be tak ren Without ¢ de 
’ 


be in order for 
t the 


leer 
n taken, 


in Committee of the 
vote on the pending question under 
and the vote on such motion shall 
bate; aud, if carried, the vote shall be im- 
iately taken, wit thot it further debate, on the pending ques- 
he committee.”” 


Mr. HOPKINS and Mr. CLIFFORD both ob- 
jected to tnis new rule, that it put it in the power 
of any one member to put an end to debate. 


After a few word: from Mr. PENDLETON 


any member, 


mer 


tion t 


efore 


and 


Mr. A. V. BROWN— 
Mr. CLIFFORD moved a call of the House; 


and the roll was called accordingly, and 164 mem- 
bers answered to their names. The absentees were 
next called, and 190 were found to be present, The 
further proceedings under the call were then sus- 
pended, and previous question, which was 
moved by Mr. PENDLETON, was sustaiaed by 
the House. 

Mr. CAVE 1CHNSON moved to lay the reso- 
lution on the table, and demanded the yeas and 


the 
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nays thereon; and, being ordered, they resulted as 
follows: Ayes 102, noes 91. So was 
laid on the table. j 

Mr. COWEN offered a resolution to the effect 
that, hereafter, it be one of the standing rules of the 
Hous? that no member shall occupy more than one 
hour in debate on any question, either in the House 
or in Commitiee of the Whole. 

Mr. WISE objected to the resolution, and pro- 
posed to debate it, that it migh 
day. 

Mr. CLIFFORD inguired if the gentleman from 
Obio had given notice of this motion. 

The SPEAKER replied in the aflirmatice. 

Mr. COWEN moved the previous tion, 

Mr. MeKEON moved to lay the resolution on 
the table, and caiied for the ayes and noes thereon. 
The ayes and noes being ordered, resulted as fol- 
lows: ayes 83, noes 113 

Mr. EVERETT submitied a modification of the 
resolution; but, the previous n having been 
called, it was not in order. 

The previous question was then 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. GWIN called for the yeas and nays on 
the main question, being on the adoption of the 
resolution ; which having been ordered, the roll 
was called, and resulie{ in deciding the question 
inthe afflirmative—yeas 120, nays 84 

Mr. MEDILL submitted a resolution, directing 
the Committee on the Judiciary, to which were re- 
ferred, nearly three months ago, the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Ohio on the subject, to reporta 
bill refunding to Major General Andrew Jackson 
the fine and costs imposed on him by the district 
judge of the United States at New Urieans, for the 
manner in which he conducted the defence of that 
city in 1815, with interest thereon ull paid. Mr. 
M. moved the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. STEENROD cailed tour tellers on the ques- 
tion of a second, 

Mr. BIRDSEYE moved to lay the 
the table. 

Mr. MEDILL called for the yeas and nays ; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. BIRDSEYE then withdrew his motion to 
Jay the resolution on the tabdie. 

Mr. J.G. FLOYD renewed it; and the question 
was taken, resulting in yeas 78, nays 96 

The question then being on seconding the call 
for the previous question— 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL asked permission to 
make an explanation on this subject, which was 
due to himrell! and to the House. 

The SPEAKER said that 1 could only be done 
by general consent. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL. 
will object. 

Mr. GRANGER, 
make expianations. 

Mr. STANLY. If the call for the previous 
question is not seconded, | presume the resolation 
will lie over for debate. 

The SPEAKER said that it would. 

Tie question on the second was then taken, and 
resulted in ayes 78, noes 76 

Mr. MEDILL observed that, by general consent, 
the question could be taken on the resolution. He 
presumed that ne gentleman objected. 

Messrs. STANLY and UNDERWOOD both ob- 
jected. They wanted to debate the resolution. 

THE APPORTIONMENT BILL 

Mr. EVERETT moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking up the apportionment bill, 
which had been returned from the Senate with 
amendments; and the yeas and nays having been 
ordered, the question ca the suspension was taken, 
resulting in yeas 182, nays 25. 

So the bill and amendments were taken up. 

Mr. EVERE@T remarked that the bill had come 
back to the House with important amendments. 
The standard had been increased, and the number 
of this Heuse diminished to 217. The principle of 
allowing an additional member to States having 
a fraction of more than half of the standard bad 
also been adopted; and this gave 6 members more, 
He should not argue the principles contained in 
the bi!l at this time, for it had already been fully 
discussed; and he was satisfied the opinion of no 
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member would be changed by debate. He would, 
however, make a collateral remark in relation to 
the amendments proposed by the Senate. te re- 
garded the Senate of the United States as a body of 
equal privileges with the Hlouse, and as one whose 
opinions were always entilled to very great respect. 
In the present instance, where a division of power 
was the suk jec', he thouglit the opinion of the Sen- 
ate was entuled to more then ordinary weight, be- 
cause it was independent of those personal influ- 
ences which affected the House of Representatives, 
With this view, he submitted it to the House 
whether the debate should be permitted to go on. 
He would first move that the several amendments 
of the Senate be concurred in, and then call for the 
previous quesuon, 

Mr. ADAMS hoped the mo‘ion for the previous 
question would be withdrawn, inasmuch as he de- 
sired to debate the subject. 

Mr. EVERETT withdrawing the mo- 
tion he had made, en account, as he said, of the 
urgent public business before the House. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON hoped that the motion 
would be voied down without « division. 

Mr. ADAMS said he could rot believe that the 
House would be dragooned into an approval of the 
extraordinary propositions of the Senate. 

The guesiiun on motion for the previous 
question was taken by tellers, (Messrs. MEDILL 
and Bariaas,) and resulted ayes 75, noes 97. 

So there was ne 

Mr. ADAMS said he 1 


declined 


the 


second. 


urned his thanks to the 


House for not agreeing to this extraordinary mo- 
tion, I: showed that they had some regard to the 
righ's of the people of the United States 


His pulpose was |o move that the House dis- 
agree to the amendment of the Senate, increasing 
the ratio from fifty to seventy thousan!. More 
would send a message to the Senate, 
saying that tais House adheres to its ratio, and to 
its disagreement to the amendment of that body. 
[Cries of ‘‘agreed.”] Inthe next place, he move] 
that the House concur with the Senate in the pro- 
vision by which States having more than a moiety 
of the standard should be entitled to an additional 
Representative. [Many voices. ‘“‘No.”] He was 
willing to assent to this principle of allowing frac- 
tions to be represented, although it had bern ve- 
toed by the first President, when the apportionment 
bill was presented for his signature. He believed 
it was not iaconsistent with the Constitution, and 
had one great advantage, in the fact that it would 
allow the whole people to be represented. Should 
the House disagree to the first amendment in rela- 
tion to the ratio, and agree to the amendment in 
relation to fractional representation, it would be 
necessary to make several amendments in the sev- 
eral numbers allowed to the States. He then read 
his amendment, and a statement showing ithe sev- 
eral fractions represented according to the bill, 
should it be passed with his amendment. I: makes 
a House of 317 members; the States of New 
Hampshire, Massachusetis, Vermont, Delaware, 
Maryland, Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, Missis- 
sippi, Indiana, and Arkansas, having fractions rep- 
resented. 

He was anxious that the Iouse should adhere to 
the ratio which it had adopted in the first instance. 
He recollected in Roman history, that when there 
was a mutiny ¢r rebellion in the army against the 
general, he had the power of decimating the army, 
and cuiting off every tenth mao. He could not 
conceive of any thing more perfectly allogical thgn 
this effort on the part of the Senate to decimate the 
House of Representatives. Instead of following 
the course of God and nature, and giving to the 
House an increased number of Representatives, 
the Senate had inverted the course of nature, and, 
as the population of the country increased, propos- 

! Jt proposed to 


than thal: he 


ed to diminish the representation. 
bring down the number of members of the House 
from 242 to 223. The present number was fixed 
when the population of the country was 12,000,000. 
With an increase of 50 per cent., and a present 
population of 18,000,009, the Senate proposed to 
deprive the people of one-tenth of their Represent- 
atives. He(Mr. A.) did not profess to be an ad- 
vocaie of pure Democracy, in the party and gen- 
eral sense of that term; but he was a Democrat so 
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far as the representation in the House of Repre- 


sentatives was concerned. This House was the 
democratic branch of the Government. it repre- 
sented the people; and that there should be a pro- 
portion between the number of the people and the 
number of the House, he regarded as the first prin- 
ciple of its organization. Lie would never violate 
this principle, until the population of the country 
became so large that a House in proportion would 
have the same objection to it that applied to the 
promary assembiies of the peop!e. What, he asked, 
was pure Democracy? It was government, so far 
as practicable, to the people themselyes in person. 
Representation was an expedient resorted to, for the 
purpose of attaining the substance of that which 
was, of ilself, impracticable; and the greater the 
number of Representatives, the nearer was the ap- 
proach to Democracy. He referred to the dis- 
cussions On the subj<ct which took place in the 
old Congra® , when the first apportionment was 
made. Tne strongest objection urged against the 
bill was, that the representation would not be suf- 
ficiently numerons—not enough so to preserve the 
liberties of the people. There was much debate as 
io what should be the minimum ratio; and it was 
even contended that the ratio of 30,000 was too 
large. The result was to fix it at 33,000; and yet 
he did not believe there was a State, in which the 
matter was discussed, where doubt was not ex- 
pressed Jest the number should become too nume- 
rous to be truly represented. His opinions on this 
subject were formed in the course of the debate 
which took place in Congress, which he attended 
with interest, being then a student of law. Hav- 
ing formed his opinions then, and considering 
the House as emphatically, and perhaps exclusive- 
ly, the concentration of the democratic power, in 
its authorized forms, he came here determined to 
vote for as lowa ratio as he found practicable. 
On that ground he had voted for 50,174. He 
would not have voted for any number under 50,000 
or over 60,000. He should vote for the number in 
the bill as it went from the House, and adhere to il; 
even if this, and twenty other apportionment bills, 
should be lost. 

As he had remarked, he was a Democrat, but 
not in the usual sense in which that word was 
used. He was not a Democrat of the Five Points, 
{iaugiter,] yet he was in his feelings as mucha 
Democrat as any member of the House. There 
was another branch, however, of the legislative 
depariment of this Government, which was not 
democratic. He alluded to the Senate; and pro- 
nounced its members to be representatives of cor- 
porations. It was known that the Democracy here 
were not fund of corporations. The Sena'e was 
necessarily and essentially an aristocratic body in 
its feelings; and he boped the balance would fall in 
favor of the House of Representatives. 

The gentleman from Delaware represented a 
population of nearly 80,000; and the Senators 
from the State of New York represented a popula- 
tion of two millions and a half, or thirty times the 
number represented by the gentleman from Dela- 
ware. He thought tie framers of the Constitution 
did well in making the State Legislatures the con- 
stituents of the Senate. But it was not the demo- 
cralic—it was essentially the aristocratic principle. 
There was concentrated the corporation, the inde- 
pendent, the State rights priuciple, which he hoped 
would not needlessly be broughi into collision with 
this House. Let that body (the Senate) perform 
its proper functions. Let it maintain the States’ 
rights; but let it not dictate to this House, and say 
that the people of the United States shall not be 
represented here. 

Oae of the arguments used in the Senate, in the 
debate on this bil!, was, that if this House should 
become tov numerous, it would be too powerful 
for them, and that the House would overwhelm the 
power of the Seuate. What was the meaning of 
tbat? Did the Senate choose to restrict the power 
of the people of the United States in their repre- 
sentation, from a fear that the Representatives of 
the people would be too powerful for that body? 
Tous, the interesis of the other body were to be 
the principle on which the representation of this 
House was to be formed. The gentleman who 
moved the previous question here, to cut off debate, 
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deemed the Senate better judges on this subject 
than the members of this House. 

Mr. EVERETT denied that he had said any 
such thing. 

Mr. ADAMS replied that the gentleman said 
the Senate would judge without the personal influ- 
ences which operated on this House: and was not 
that saying that they were beier judges? If the 
gentleman denied the inference, let him take it 
back. If the Senate was not susceptible of per. 
sonal influences, and the members of the House 
were, the Senators were better judges. But he 
(Mr. A.) did not think the position a true one. He 
did not think this House was unduly influenced. 
He did not think this House was moved by per- 
sonal influences at all. 

Bat there was going on—and it was in the nature 
of things, as was shown by the history of all free 
Governments—a perpetual struggle between the 
three branches of the Government, each of which 
was encroaching on the other; and it was tie duty 
of each to resist thatencroachment. A resolution 
was offered in that House a short time ago, by 
which the House undertook to condemn certain 
acts of the President, which he had done under the 
solemnity of his oath. Now, this exhibited the 
tendency in this House to encroach on the Presi- 
dent. It was not the province of this House to 
express approbation or disapprobation of the Presi- 
dent: it was enough that it approved its own acts. 
It had been said by a very distinguished but very 
eccentric man from Virginia, that in ail siruggies 
of the separate branches of this Government, his 
leaning was in favor of this House; and ia ail dis- 
sensions between the Senate and the Executive, his 
leaning was with the Senate. Now he, (Mr. A.,) 
on this occasion, went partly on that principle; he 
held the doctrine that this House, as well as the other 
ought to abstain from encroaching on the power 
of the Executive, as it was the duty of the Execu- 
tive to avoid encroaching on the powers of this 
House, or of the other. It was, indeed, surprising 
that, in the history of this Government, this House 
had manifested no desire to encroac’ on the other, 
which now attempted to encroach upon it. He 
hoped, however, that the House would resist this 
and every other attempt to encroach upon the 
rights and the powers of this body, as the repre- 
sentatives of the people. 

Mr. W.C. JOHNSON disagreed with the gen- 
tleman who had just addressed the House. He 
disapproved of the representation of fractions ; 
and he disagreed on the ground set forth in the 
veto message of President Washington. He was 
in favor of an adherence to the basis of represent- 
ation adopted by the House, which he defended 
from the odium which had been thrown on it by 
the public journals. He procceded to show that 
this House was the weaker of the three branches of 
the Governmen!, because it stood alone in its 
power. It was a@hecked by the Senate, aud, in 
case of failure by the Senate, its every act might 
be checked by the President ; for both the Senate 
and the Executive had a veto on every important 
act it could consummate. Buthow siood it with 
the other branches? The Execulive was in office 
for four years, without any control or checi? on his 
power bythis House. They a!so found the Scuate 
elected for the term of six years, to represent cor- 
porations, as the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had termed them ; and from the moment they took 
their seats, they could set at defiance the will of the 
corporations by which they were elecied. Those 
two bodies—the Executive branch and the Senate— 
had, besides, no inconsiderabie amount of power in 
the patronage which they possessed, and over 
which this House had no negation. He deemed 
that the safety of this House, and its security 
against yielding to ‘the influence of the other 
branches, were in proportion to its numbers. 

He next proceeded to show that,’ for many years 
past, the Senate had been the hot-house, from 
which sprang aspirants for the executive chair. 
Men with power, and men without power—men 
of high talents, and men of moderate capacities— 
in that arena were found spreading abroad their 
influence among the great mass of the people, with 
no responsibilities, but independent and supreme. 
How many such men had they seen in the history 
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| of this Government, who could not be elected to 


this House by the congressional districts in which 
they resided; and yet such men could throw 
odium on this House—such men could stigmatize 
itas a bear-garden, 2nd contend that its number 
must be reduced. He (Mr. Jounson) would vote 
for any number of this House short of 350; and 
he hoped the Honse would not concur in the 
amendment of the Senate, but adhere to the num- 
ber fixed by the House. 

Mr. PICKENS submitied whether the censure 
cast on the Senate by the gentlemen who had ad- 
dressed the House | Messrs. ADams and Jonson} 
came with propriety from those gentlemen, The 
Senate, by the Constitution, was an independent 
branch of this Government; and the Senate had 
just as much right to discuss and amend the bill 
then before the House, as any other measure which 
came legitimately before them. 

He agreed with those gentlemen, that the rights 


and the power of this House were as sacred, under 
the Constitution, as the rights and powers of the 


Senate; and he would go with them in maintaining 
iias a co-ordinate and independent branch of the 
Government, and in making it the guardian of the 
righ's of the people; but, as to the mode of main- 
taining itin this position, he submitted whether 
there might nct be a difference of opinion. If they 
carried out the principies which bad been laid 
down by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr 
ApbaAMs] as th2 true theory of democracy, that 
each and every man should have a voice in the 
representation, in what would it end? In what had 
it ended in every country in which it had been 
tried? In concentrating all power in the hands of 
a few, who then would become the dictators of the 
Republic. ‘To guard against this, they had organized 
this a representative Government; but carry out 
the principles of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setix, and, instead of meeting here for consultation 
and |-gitimate discussion, it would be a body thrown 
into confusion; and, from its very numbers, it 
would be imbecile for all the purposes laid down 
inthe Constitution, To prevent that, he wonld 
have this body as efficient an‘ practical as possi- 
ble, and then they would carry out the principles 
of the Constitution; and then they would make 
the great guardian of the people’s rights. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had assigned 
for the Senate the reason that they feared the 
power of this House. He (Mr. Pick=ns) knew not 
what the reasons were which had influenced the 
other body; but, for himself, he was influenecl by 
a fear that this House, if a large body, would ce- 
generate into a mob, and break down the barriers 
laid down in the Constitution. 

He was in favor of a large ratio, because he 
sincerely believed it would tend to increase the 
powerof the House. That House had the power 
to declare war, ani to originate all tax bilis; and 
they had a power which, in the future history of 
this country, was to be sull more important—ihey 
should have to exercise the power to elect the fu- 
ture Presidents of this Republic. This considera- 
tion would always make this House aa important 
body, if they did not, by adding to its numbers, 
make it a mob, and destroy its efficiency. Make it 
a numerous body, and thereby make it unfit for 
discussion and practical legislation, and the people 
would look to the other body—to the suil more 
efficient branch—for the defence of the people’s 
rights. He went for the largest power of this 
House, as contemplated by the Constitution; with 
(fat purpose he would make it an efficient body; 
and, to secure these objects, he would oppose an® 
increase of its numbers. It was a sirange spec- 
tacle to see the genticman from Massachusetts as- 
suming to be the guardian of democratic principles. 
It was, indeed, strange, that a man who had been 
entirely opposed to those principles for the las? halt 
century, sbould now advccate the largest numbers 
of this House, and denounce the other body as 
aristocratic. It was, indeed, attended with much 
suspicion. The gentleman well knew that the re 
sult would be practically to throw all power into 
the hands of the Senaie and the Executive; and 
this he would effect under ihe guise of a specious 
theory. He had heard gentlemen before denounce 


the Senate as aristocratic; but he never expected the 
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gentleman from Massachusetts to rise and teach 
the youth of this country, and to preach to the 
young men of this House and of the nation—now 
a little too much tainted with ultraism—the specious 
doctrine of the aristocracy of the Senate. He (Mr. 
P.) believed that he who goes for true fame—he 
who goes for the reputation of being a solid and 
sincere statesman, devoted to the honor and best 
interests of the country, goes for the Constitution 
as it is, and against every departure from the Con- 
stitution; more especially where the Senate is con- 
cerned, which was the result of a compromise 
which made this a Confeceracy. 


The tendency of such appeals to Democracy as 
they had heard there, was to destroy the powei 
which the Constitution created, and to break down 
the barrier which separated State from State; the 
result of which would be ruin and anarchy, and, 
finally, a despotism. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts bad sug- 
gested another idea. He would bring the ratio to 
90,000, and retain the principle of a representation 
of fractions. Now he (Mr. Pickens) submitted 
whether this would not give representation to a 
fraction of 25,000, which was in direct opposition to 
the provision of the Constitution, which limited the 
minimum of representation to 30,000? But as to 
the other great principle involved in the bill, as 
amended by the Senate—the enlarged ratio of rep- 
resentation—he believed it would increase the powe! 
and the respect of the House. But he believed 
they could not go more securely to work to destroy 
the character, and influence, and power of the 
House, than to increase its number so as to make 
it practically a useless, imbecile body, under the 
Constitution. 

Mr. COOPER of Georgia did not rise to enter 
into a discussion of this question, because he was 
under the painful necessity of differing widely 
from his friend (Mr. Pickens] who bad just taken 
his seat. He confessed he agreed, in the main, 
with the principles laid down by the mover of 
the resolution [Mr. Apams;] and he especially 
agreed with hin that the time had arrived whea 
this House ought to make issue with the Senate. 
It had been asked, why was ‘ that the S-nate 
had all the dignity belonging to the two Houses? 


And the «nswer was, because the House had 
all. ihe numbers. ‘This he did not admit. It 
was because the House was wanting inself- 


respect, and did not, on proper occasions, re- 
sist the encroachmenis of the Let the 
House but do that, and it would go farther to sus- 
tain its own dignity than if it cut down one half of 
its numbers. ‘The reason why the House was not 
more dignilied was, because its members sat here 
tamely, acting as the passive instruments and 
tools of the aspirants for the Presidency in the 
other body. This was the truth. [Mr. C. was 
here called to order.} If he was ont of order, 
it was only one of the thousands of instances 
that oceurred here on almost every qnestion; 
and further, it was in replying to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that he came to be so. 
He would, however, pass into order. He would 
not adopt the suggestions of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, tor various reasens, which he 
would not detain the House to recite. He would 
not adopt ‘he amendments of the Senate, because 
the one proposing to give representation to frac- 
tions was, in his opinion, unconstitutioaal. With- 
out going into an argument ou this head, he would 
simply refer gen lemen to the Constitution itself, 
Fe would not go for the amen tment in chief, under 
discussion, because he believed that its tendency 
would be such as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts objected to. He believed there was a ma- 
jority in the House against some of the prominent 
features of the bill; and if that majority was dis- 
posed to lay it by, they could, in twenty-four hours, 
bring forward another fixing the ratio. [The 
Cuair said that the gentleman was not in order } 
Well, sir, (said Mr. C.) Lhave said enough for 
the House to understand me; and I move to lay 
this bill on the table. On this questicn I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas anc nays were accordingly ordered. 

Mr. BOWNE moved acall of the House; and 
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the question on the motion was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 101, nays 72 

The rojl having been called, it was ascertained 
that 188 members answered io their names. 

The absentees were then called, when it appeared 
that 196 members were present. 

On motion by Mr. BIDLACK, all further pro- 
ceedings uncer the call were dispensed with—aye 
82, noes 54; and 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Cooper of Georgia, to Jay the bill on the table, and 
dec ded in the necgative—yeas { 5 has 135 

Mr. HOLMES addressed the House in favor of 
a smell ratio of representation. He contended 
that membe:s in the House w { be the best guard- 
ians to the right people, and 
the democratic principle. He thought the num- 
bers of the House should not be redu 
verse ratio to ihe numbers of the p By put- 
ling three or four huodred members in the House, 
each one would feel himself responsible 
senting the interests of the whole 
was unwiliing, lor ine t > ol 
ity, to de troy the efliciency of the derioc 
cipie. 

Mr. McK AY szid he had a few remarks to make 
upon one point. He thought the gentleman from 
Massachuset!s [Mr. Apams] had taken an extraor- 
dinary position in relation to the Senate. That 
body was a constituent branch of the legislative 
department of ihe Government. It had equal rights 
on all subjects brought before the 

He referred to the fact that in the first Congres 
three bills, apportioning the States, were passed. 
The first was vetoed by Generat Weshineton. 
The second failed, owing toad 
the two Elouses; and 
introduced, that ihe 
In 1811 -'12, the Stat 
was passed. If the argument adduced here—that a 
high ratio was disadvantageous to the House—was 
truc, then the position of the two bodies was re- 
versed now from what it was th In 1812, the 
House passed a bill fixing the ratio at 37,000. 
What did the Senate—this aristocratic body—do 
then? Did it raise the standard?) Then, it was the 
question of the rights of the people, accord: 
the argument of the gentleman; for it brought down 
the ratio to 35.000, and actually increased the 
number of the }louse. The House fixed the ratio 
at 37,000, which the Senate reduced to 35,000 
When the amendment of the Senate came to the 
House for concurrence, it was rejected—aves 65, 
noes 64—the Speaker voting in the , and 
making 65 nays. A conference committee was 
appointed, with Mr. Randolph at its head; but it 
failed to agree. Shortly afterwards, however, the 
House determined to recede from its disarreement 
to the Senaie’s amendment ! 
Here was an occasion Senate was the 
guardian ot democracy. tie did concur with 
those who thought the Senate should not 
upon a bill like the present. It hada right, equal 
to that possessed by the House and the President, 
to participate in the legisiation upon it. 

The House of Representatives was, in his opin- 
ion, too large, and should be reduced. At present, 
there were about 4,500 legislators annually in ser- 
vice in this country. There was a legislator for 
every 350 men able to bear arms. He thought 
that enough, and therefore he should vote fora 
large ratio of representation in the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD replied to some of the re- 
marks of the genileman trom Massschuseits, [Mr. 
Apvams} He (Mr. U.) had reason to be demo- 
cratic in his feeling-; tor he had attamed some dis- 
tinction among his fe'low-men, and had arisen 
from very bumble origin. If, however, advocacy 
ofa high ratio was a ground for the charge of aris. 
tocracy, he was liable. Oar Government, he m?ia- 
tained, was founded upon the princ:p'e of trusts, 
and the delega‘ion of power to agents. All that 
was required was a svufficientnumber of Repre- 
sentatives to understand the wishes of the people, 
He thought that one man might easily ascertain 
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two Houses, 


agreement between 
t was notuntil a third bill wa 
subject was finally disposed of 


hird apportionment of the State 





ng to 
; 





a vote of 72 to 62. 


Wien he 


interfere 


the feelings of a very laige 
referred to the pracuce in his own State, of catechis- 
ing the candidates, and drawing out their opinions 
when addressing the people on the stump. An in- 
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teliizent man, he believed, conid represent 200 000 
persons as well as 50,000. This was his democ- 
racy, and in it he had economy. He thoughta 
small number would be sutticzient to do all the busi- 
ness, and even the minor matters, that came up 
before Conercss. 

Afier paying a compliment to the gentleman 
from Massachusetis, [Mr. Apams,! he proceeded to 


notice a charg at gent!eman, that he 
had ma am ive encroacaing ¢ 1 puWer O 

ye Exeeutiv 

Mr. ADAMS explained. He believed the heart 
of the gentleman was as pure as possible, but he 
thought he had mistaien the practical cifvet of the 
resolution he offered. The geut'eman, in his theo- 
ries, had introduced a resoluiion which encroached 
on ibe power ol ie Exe sutive. lie (Mr A.) SUP 

{ the gentlen t 


posed nan did not see the chain between 
the precedent and its consequences. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD bretly explained the rea- 
sons for the movement he had made. The Execu- 
tive had sent varion reports to the Honse 
lation to the New York cu-tom-house,) and when 
a motion was made to print these 

shed to -s the sense of the House that the 
Executive had appoinied the commission without 
authority of law. ‘Vhis he thought he had aright 
to do, without subjecting bimselfto the charge of 
encroaching on the powers of the Exezutive. 

He replied to the argument in relation to the 
right of the Senate te alter the apportionment bil, 


(in re- 
reports, he 
expre 


and the charge that 
much of Pres wished to cr- 
ganize the House so as to suit their purposes. If 
would have 
e'ter policy to have made a large» House, 
which would be more powerfal in seconding their 
aspirations. The [louse might now agree or disa- 
cree to the amendinent of the Senate; but he 


the Senate was composed too 


dential aspirants, who 


such was the tae’, he thought they 


l uad il 





thought, in case of a cisagreement, the House 
would probably go to the wall. 

Mr. BOWNE said that he would not deny the 
power of the Senate to differ with the House upon 
any subject which it shouldseud to them. That 


body was indubitably a co-ordinate branch of the 
Government, and had as much power in relation to 
the subject under discussion as hadthe Honse. But 
he wou'd submit to the House whether there were 
not subjects uoon which, out of common courtesy 
Senate should de 


opinions and wishes cf the T1ouse; and more espe- 


4 


at least, the ‘r to the expressed 


: then under considera'i.n 
Oa subj C srelatir g lo the constitution of this body, 
we (said Mr. B.,) are the immediate Represent- 
atives ot the pe n! } 


e, aud recently elected and sent 
here for the purpose of reflecting back their wil}; 


eCany upon ihe questi 


and I wou'd submit 'o gentlemen whether we are 
not at least supposed to understand more di- 
rectly the wants and wishes of the people, than 
the members of the Senate. He wonld re- 


mark again, in relation to the organization of 
the House, that its members were the immediate 
represeniatives of the people themselves, while the 
members of the Senate were the representatives of 
the Sta’e Now, whiie this bill was iscue- 
sion, the very ratio which the Senate has ad pied 
was rejecicd by a large majority. Tne Represent- 
the p -ople have said to the Senate: The 
eople do not want a ratio of 70,600. they wanta 
ratio of 50 009, orthereabeuts. Again: o'her amend- 
men's were proposed by the Senate—one of which 
(thal for the representation of fractions) was pro- 
posed, he believed, by the gentleman from Vermo:®, 
bMr. Everert,] and voted down. 

{Mr. Evererr here made some remark, which 
the reporter could not hear.] 

At any rate, (Mr. B. continued,) this Elouse 
has sail, by fixing upon aratio of fifty thou- 
eand, that such was the ratio of represen- 
tation that the people desired. Now, he sub- 
mitted again whether it would not have been at 
least courteous on the part of the Senate to have 
deferred to the judgment of the House, in a mat- 
ter affecting its own organization, and not to have 
inserted a ratio that was so deliberately rejected. 
Bat, aboveall, if they intended to disagree with the 
Hlouse, thev might have done it in a courteous 
manner. I> submitted that there was no neces- 
sity for this House to be told that they were not to 


under 


tiv rf 
tives OL 


3s » 


| 














be enlarged, because they were a disorderly inef- 
ficient body; that they were growing into disrepute 
with the public; aad to lecture them as ifthey were a 
set of schoolboys, coming here to learn the first 
rudiments of political science. For one, he would 
have been dispased to have so far yielded as to put 
the ratio umto 60,000, if it had not been for the 
raanner in which the other body treated he House on 
this oceasion. Now, he would say to the gentle- 
man Massachusetts, and the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland, that be would adhere to the last moment 
to the ratio fixed by the House. Again: it was 
avowed in the Senate thatit would notdo to amend 
another section of the bill, because it would not be 
safe to trust it back to the House amended. 

They could (said Mr. B.) reject our bill when it 
suited them—they could insert a ratio to suit them- 
selves, without regarding the feelings and opinions 
of the House; but when an important principle is 
'o be discussed, then this House must not be trusted 
with an amendment. We have been told, (said 
Mr. B ) that this Honse is disorderly. He agreed 
with the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Jonnson} 
that, generally speaking, the Hlouse was a very or- 
der'y body; but that, now end then, there might be 
oceasions in which something like confusion and 
tumult might beseen. But reducing the size of the 
body would not mend the matter; reduce it to as 
low a number asa hundred, the same scenes would 
oceasionally eecar. So long as buman nature re- 
mained, members would, sometimes, in the heat 
and excitement of debate, incautiously give 
vent to expressions which were harsh and im- 
proper; but this would be only momentary, and 
a litile time for reflection would restore them toa 
sense of propriety. The House did not deserve 
the imoutations that had been cast upon it in the 
public journals, and in the Iste discussions in the 
Senate. Now, as to the ratio of representation. His 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Unperwoop] thought 
that one individvai could just as well represent 
200,000 men, as one individual. The gentieman 
went on the ground, that the Representative is the 
agent of his constituents, and it mattered not how 
many principals there were. Now, (said Mr. B.) 
the principle les here: We represent the people 
themselves; and, on the principles of democracy, 
the nearer you approach the great mass of the peo- 
ple, the more you carry out these principles. Take 
the case as stated by the gentleman bimseif. He 
represents 50,000 constituents; and, living ina 


small district, he is acquainted with nearly every 
individual of them, and knows their business and 
their wants. Notso when he becomes the Repre- 


sentative of a constituency spread over a hundred 
miles square, not one half of whom, when they go 
to the poils to vote {or him, know him, except as 
the candidate mentioned in the newspapers. The 
gentieman said that in Kentucky the candidates 
not only addressed the peopie at the polls, but sub- 
mitted to be caicchised by them. He admitted 
that,in Keniuchky, the people might become ac- 
quainted with their Representative ; but it could 
not be done in New York, for there the business of 
stumping was not known, andthe man who weuld 
atiempt it for electioneering purposes would be sent 
eff with a flea in his ear. ‘he people would say, 
“We don’t go formen who go about begging for 
our suffrages; we vote for modest, deserving men.”? 
So, the principle that works wellin Kentucky, does 
not work in New York. Mr. B. concluded by a 
few more observations, recapitulating his cbjecs 
tions to the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. ARNOLD said, inasmuch as an important 
bill had been laid aside for this bill, he moved the 
previous question. , 

This mo'ion was carried; but, before the ques- 
tion, “Shall the main question be now pul?” was 
propounded to the House— 

Mr. J. T. MASON moved an adjournment. 

This motion was taken by tellers; who reported 
78 in the affirmative, and 97 in the negative. 

So the motion fur an acjournment was rejected. 

Mr. RHETT calied for the yeas and nays on 
the question, ‘Shall the main question be now put?” 
but they were not ordered. 

The House ordered the main question to be put. 

The question recurred upon the mction to con- 
cur with the Senate in their first amendment, in- 
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creasing the ratio from 50,179 to 70,680, and re- 
suited in the negative—yeas 95, nays 112, as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Landatl! W. Andrews, Sherlock J. 
Andrews, Appleton, Barnard, Barton, Beeson, Bidlack, Birdseye, 
Black, Aaron V. Brown, Milton Brown, J. Brown, William 
Butler, Patrick C. Caldwell, Johm’Campbeil, Tho. J. Campbeil 
Casey, Chapman. Childs, John C. Clark, Staley N. Clarke, 
Coles, Cravens, Cross, Daniel, Everett, Fessenden, Fillmore, 
Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, Gerry, Gilmer, Goggin, Patrick 
G. Goode, Granger, Gustine, Gwin, Mail, Halsted, Hop 
Houston, Howard, Hunter, Hunt, James Irvin, Jack, Ji 
Cave Johnson, J vh 1 W. Jones, Lane, Lewis, McKay, Si 
Mason, Join Thomson Mason, Mathiot, Matto 
Miller, Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Parmenter, 
Powell, Randolph, Read, Rencher, Ridgway, Wi 
sell, James M. Russell, Saltonusta »Shepperd, Sl 
Truman Smith, Sprigg, John T. Stuart, Taliaferro, 
Thompson, Richard W. Thompson, Jacob Thompsotr 
bull, Turney, Underwood, Wallace, Warren, Washington, 
Watterson, Westbrook, E. D. White, Thomas W. William 
Wise, and Augustus Young—. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Arnold, Atherton, Aycrigg, Baker, 
Blau, Boardman, Botts Sowne, Boyd, Brewster, Briges, 
Brockway, Bronson, Charles Brown, Burke, Burnell, William 
O. Butler, Green W. Caldwell, Calhoun, Wim. B — pbell, 
Caruthers, Chittenden, Clittord, Clinton, James Cooper, Mark 
A. Cooper. Cowen, Cranston, Cushing, Garret waske ici ard 
PD. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Doan, Doig, Eastman, Jol 
Edwards, John C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. Floyd, 
Charles A. Floyd, Fornance, A. Lawrence Foster, Gentry, 
Giddings, Willian O. Goode, Gordon, Graham, Habersham, 
Harris, John Hastings, J , Holo Houck, Hobard, Hud- 
son, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, William W. 
Irwin, Wm. Cost Johnson, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, John P. 
Kennedy, King, Linn, Littiefield, Lowell, Abraham McClellan, 
Robert McClellan, MeKennan, McKeon, Alfred Marshall. May 
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nard, Medill, Ne a i, Osborne, Owsley, Patrndge, Payne, 
Pendleton, Plumer, Pope, Ramsey, Benjamin Randat, Alexan 
der Randall, Reding, Reynolds, Rhett, Riggs, Rodney, Pogers, 
Rovsevelt, Shaw, Shields, Simonton, s r, Stanly, Steenrod, 


Stratton, Summers, Sumier, Tillinchi Toland, Tomlinson, 
rriplett, Weller, Joseph L. White, Jas. W. Williams, Wood, 
Yorke, and John Young—112 

The question next recurred upon the motion 
to concur with the Senate in their second amend- 
ment, giving an additional Re presentative to frac- 
tions over and above one moiety of the ratio. 

Mr. SPRIGG ob bjected to the ame ndment, chiefly 
on the ground that most of the fractions belonged 
to the large Siates. 

Considerable confusion pervaded the Hal at this 
moment; many genilemea contending that it was 
out of order to debate the amendment, since the 
previous question had been susiained. 

Mr. W.C. JOHNSON a>ked for the reading 
of Washington’s veto message upon the first appor- 
tionment bill. 

Mr. STANLY raised the quesiion of order, and 
inquired whether the previous question did not apply 
to the second amendment of tie Senate, as well as 
the first. 

The SPEAKER was undersiood to answer that 
the second amendment was a separate question; 
and, therefore, debatable. 

Mr. SPRIGG expressed his willingness to yield 
the flovr, and not to speak upon the question. 

Mr. BOTTS moved but with- 
drew the motion. 


After a few remarks from Mr. CAMPBELL of 
South Carolina, in answer to the argument that the 
objections urged by President Washington to the 
fractional feature of the first apportionment bill, 
applied with equal force to the present bill. 

Mr. BOTTS renewed his motion that the House 
adjourn; stating, at the same time, that he would, 
on to-morrow, move a reconsideration of the vote 
by which the resolution in relation to the adoption 
of the previous question in Committee of the 
Whole, submi'ted by the genileman from Ohio, 
{[Mr. Penpteron,] had been laid on the table. 

The House then adjourned at half-past four 
o’clock. 


r 


adjournment, 


IN SENATE, 
Tuespay, June 14, 1842. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Elijah 
Sanborn for a pension; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. B., also, from the same committee, to which 
had been referred House bill for the relief of Mary 
Wolfe, reported the same back, witha recommend- 
ation that it do not pass. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Shelton 
Smith, asking that the purchase-money paid to 
the Government for land improperly entered may 
be returned to him, cr that he may be granted the 
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privilege of entering another tract in lieu thereof: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which had been referred Senaie bi:/l 
to regulate appeals and writsof error from the 
district courtof the United States for the north- 
ern district of Alabama, repo 





ed the same back 
without amendment. 
Mr. CONRAD submitted the following resolu 
tion, which lies on the table till to morrow: 
R ved, Tha Presi {! nunica 
to = ile, i Ma i i W 
pu i N sures, If a \ ) 
tain th 1 101 vy 1 Me Gov ' } 
clain Al ca itizer s aid } ‘ 1 
mnitssio W ta upe vi itisia 
f ! é il ] V id TT ' 
j iC come » his k \ » Ca i | ’ 
r tee } : ( ive I c i cons 
i e EeVice thereal ivi wi l y I 
1 Go n t tf icers or ave 





Mr. KER R pres sented a petition from Capta 
Thomas Quantrill, praying for arrears of pension 
for wounds received in 'he late war: referred to the 
Committee on It d Pensions. 

FLORIDA ARMED oceursten 

SETTLEMENT BILL. 

On motion of Mc. BENTON, the Senate took ep, 
as in committee of the woole, the bill to provide 
for the armed oceup ation and setilement ef the un- 
settled part of the Pe ninsula of East Florida. 

Mr. McROBERTS moved to amend the bil! [as 
published yesterday] by adding the following pro- 
vizo, to come in at the the second condition 
of settlement, viz 


AND 


end oi 





Provided, Tivat the arms hereby allowed shall only ito 
young men under the age of twenty-one years, and sl be 
sold er disposed of by them durisg the term ot five nor 
subject to be taken in execution; and, if lost or destr ha 
be replaced immediately by the settler, at h sown expt 


Mr. BENTON, as he was understood, expressed 
himself favorably of the amendment, which he 
conceived was sanctioned by the principles of the 
bill. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
and it was agreed io. 

Mr. SMITH moved to amend the bill, by add- 
ing the following, to come in at the end of the 
fourth condition of settlement, viz: 


’ 





And when two or more pet ns iv have settled or e game 
juarter section before the land shall have been surveyed, the 
ame shal! be divided between them, and the deficieney made up 
toeach, out of contiguous, v 1 »>wilfol intruder 
upo } k ul I ¢ ed to any 
b { inde isa amid 3 | f er » 2ur- 
veye t ; er sha be entit pretere I 
he entu A wy par ection is re 

rved from the eration of this a I iny 

z rT mm, so son i ’ y 2 
ifea Iik inftitvof any other 
1, lyi rid Wi 1 I thereof ] 
i f ul ! unty i 3 1 ler th v1 
4 it shal! be the duty of the perso he 
er the Cpira iY 
le esha h V } 
it, Wit SIX] ! er they ’ n ! 
to f with t gister oO proper laid ice, a writie 
atemeut specilyl le parucular jJand claimed by such set- 


tier. 

Mr. LINN did not know that he understood the 

mendment of the Senator fram Ind:ana [Mr. 
Smirn.] But, if it was for the purpose of protect- 
ing the inhabitants of a township hereafter in their 
right to a scho " section, he would suggest to him 
if it would not be better to protect the actual set- 
tler—the pioneer in the settle 


ons country; and, whatever of 


ment of this danger- 
rere 


advantage 1] 


fas, to give it to him, — than to the township, 


aaa or whatever it might be. The creat object, 
he (Mr. r. } ) conceived, was, first, the settlement 
of this country, and afterwards the education of 


the inhabitants. He would putit 
ator whether it would be just and right to hold 
out these inducements to settlement, and afier- 
wards, if, by the survey of the county, the six- 
teeenih sections should fall on the portion which 
may have been cccupied by one of the settlers, to 
eject him therefrom, and to deprive him of the im- 
provements which he may have made thrreon. 
He thought such a course would be unjust in the 
exireme. He believed it wouid be of equal benefit 
to the township to give the right of selection of anoth- 
er section, if, by chance, the sixteenth sections 
may have been pre-occupied by the settler. If 
was not better, it would, at least, be more just a 
humane. He therefore hoped the Senator would 
not insist on his amendment. 


to that Sen- 
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Mr. McROBERTS said he had prepared an 
amendment, before he was aware of the amend- 
ment just submitted by the Senator from Indiana, 
which he read, as follows: 


“And where settlement, by the eraction 


fa dwelling, or the 


ultivation ofany portion thereof, shall | ve made upon the six 
teenth section before the same shall be irve age hen, and in 
that case, other lands shall b ected by the Us eds States in 
lieu of said section sixteen, such part thereoi as may be 


umed uider this ac 

Mr. BicR. moved toamend the amendment of Mr. 
Smita, by striking out the sentence which is in 
brackets, commencing with the word “and,” and 
ending Wiin the word “thereol,”’ for the pr 1tpo se of 
Inserting the above. 

Mr. McR. said that 
ment was 
and laws as they now exist 


of this amend- 
Operation et the 
The practice was con- 
stantly going on inthe land distriets in all paris of the 
United States. He had selecied thousands of acres 
himself under it. Tne townships, be said, could 
not be the losers = this privilege of selecting other 
lands in lieu of ° 16th sections, which may have 
been taken under the circumstances, by a settler, 
because the Government oflicers who have to make 
the selections take care aiways to select the best 
lands for the use of the But the indi- 
vidaal who might happen te select the 16:h see- 
tion, and bestow a great deal of labor on it, and 
improve the same, would lose a great deal if he 
should afterwards be deprived of ut. Mr. B. said 
he would further remark, that, in nine cases out of 
ten, the townships would bene by the privilege 
of selecting other lands in lieu of the 16h sections, 
The surveys of these Florida Jands would not, in 
all re be made in three or four years; and 
if, afler that time, the settler wculd be obliged to 
leave his a and improvenicnts, it would bea 
great hardship. The Government would not pay 
them for the !mprovement:; tor she would be the 
loser thereby. He believed that it would be right 
and just, and much better, under all the circum- 
stances, that the settler be permitted to re- 
mai non whatever lands he may have selected. 
SMITH of Indiana was well satisfied that 
red in the light, simply, 


the pr inciple 
carried out in the 


township. 


hould 


on I Nill ch yuld net be views 
as a military sttlement; for that raatier would be 
but temporary. It shoud be placed on the same 
grounds as the general legislation on the subject of 
the public Isnds. They ought not toactasifa 
permanent military settlement was contemplated, 
but as if the lands were disposed of for agricultural 
tp nae. as in ordinary cases of pre-emption rights. 
If the amendment was adopted, the school sections 
aaa be pre oes to the townships; but the very 
moment that Congress pursued a different policy, 
it would at once defeat the great objects of grant- 
ing theschool sections. He was for leaving this settle- 
ment to be governed, as in all other cases of per- 
manent settlement. He felt it to be his duty, from 
his position as chairman of the Public Land Com- 
mittee, to make an interest for the civil settlement 

future, as well as 


of the Territory of F 
for military purposes now. Li hoped the amend- 
ment of the Senator from I!linois [ ur McRoserts] 
would not be adopted, and thus give individuals an 
opportunity to violate the rights cf the townships. 
Mr. LINN regret'ed to hear the Senator from 
Indiana say that he had presented this amend- 
rent after mature consideration of the sub- 
ject. He (Mr. L) took it for granted that no 
township, or any portion of the people of a towne 
ship, would wish to denrive :h? settler the benefit 
of his labor, and apprepriate i! to school purposes. 
Sach, he contended, wou'd be the effect, if the 
amen dment of the Senator from Llinois was not 
adopted. Mr. L. cid not think this war wouid termi- 
a in as shorta time asthe Senator from Indiana 
seemed to suppose. Hesincerely wished it would. 
The Secretary of War had informed the Senate 
that the war was at an end; but these savages paid 
very little atteation to the dicta of the Secretary of 
War. And,in all likelihood, from the very nature 
of the contest, the probabiliues are that the war is 
not so near an end as ii was when the Indians 
weie more numerous; for then they were in bodies, 
and could be easily discovered; but now they are 
remotely scattered, and select their opportunities 
to commit their barbarities, without detection. 
They are operating in 


florida in the 





such a@ manner now, that 
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reguiar military forces against them would be in- lf bounty, to individuals v. ho wonld defend it; which 


effectual. They are now few and scattered, aad 
hunt out their victims; and the only way to defeat 
and conquer them is to send men there who are a 
good at huuting the Indians, as the Indians are io 
hunting up their defenceless victims. 

Messrs. LINN, WALKER, KING, and BEN- 
TON, made some further remarks, showing that 
the objects of the bill would be defeated, if the 
Senate faiied to adopt the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Il inois. They maintained that pers 
would not setile there if, alter such setilement, an 
after bestowing great labor on their lands, they 
were liable to be ejecied because they should have 
the misfortune to occupy a portion of ihe 16th sec- 
tion. They showed the advantages which would 
result to the townships by giving them the right to 
select lands in lien of the L6:h sections; and the 
great injury which, on the other hind, would re- 
sult to the seitier if he should be deprived of his 
improvements; and showed that, ia all prc bability, 
the surveys of the ‘ands, from the nature of this 
country, would not take place for many years—¥ 
during all which time the title of the setilers to 
their land would be held in donb!; which would 
bege. a system of gambiing in rights of settlement, 
and tend to retard the improvement ef the country. 
Mr. Wacker maintained that, if the amendment 
was not adopted, the bill ought to be called a bill 
for the discouragement of settlements in Ficrida. 

Mr. BERRIEN suggested to the Senator from 
Illinois to moci'y his amendment, by inserting after 
the word “settlement” the words “eciual cultiva- 
tion." 

Mr. MchOBERTS, to meet the above sugges- 
tion, inserted the words, “hy the erection of a 
dwelling, or the cultivation of any portion there- 
Cis 

Mr. SMITH suggested that, for ihe purpo-e of 
meeting the suggestions of the Senator trom Geor- 
gia, it would be necessary to make it read “by the 
erec'ion of a dwelling and the cuitivation,” &. 

Mr. SMITH demanded th 
the adoption ot the amendment to the amendment 
which were ordered; and the quesiion being taken, 
it resul'ed in the aflirmative as foliows—yeas 31, 
nays 10: 


yeas and nayson 


’ 





YEAS—Messt Alle: Archer, Ba Barrow, Benton, 
Berrien, Buchanan, ¢ ud, Cra Cu ert, | mm, Grahan 
Henderson, King, Linn, McRoberts, Mangum, Porter, Pres 
Sevier, Smith of Co i = geon, fa i , Tappan, 
Walker, White, Wi <, Williams, Wood y, Wright, and 
Young—3l 

NAYS— Messrs. Bu Clayton, Evana, Hu m, Miller, 
Morehead, Phe ps, Simm , Sm f Tadiana, { Wood 


bridge—i0 

Vhe question recurring on the amendment of 
Mr. Smitu as amenied, it was put; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to withouta count. 

M~. SMITH of Indiana moved further to amend 
the Lail, by inse! ling, in the 4th line of the bill, 
after th " words ‘young men,” the words “over 
18 years of age,” so as to execinde ail under that 
age from the benefits of the bounty held out. He 
thought that they should n 
from iheir pasents. 

Mr. BENION said the capacity to carry arms 
dii not always depead upon the age. Young men 
at 15 or 16 years were, sometimes, as capable ot 
bearing arms as others at the age oi manhood. 
He wiched the Senator \,ould modify lis amend- 
ment to 17 years. 

Mr. SMITH said the age of 18 was the age at 
which young men were mustered Into the mijbia 
auc thought that they shou rve that prineipie 
ju t.is bill; and he could not, inerefore, accede to 

. the wishes of the Senator from Mi 

The question was then taken on the amendment; 
and it was agreed to on account, by ayes 23, noes 
not counted. 

The bill was further amended, at the suggestion 
of Mr SMiTH, by inserung the w rd “eo: 
tive’? in the 10th line, so as to require a setilement 
of iive conseculive years, to entitle settlers to the 
bonnty. 

Mr. SMITH said he had now two amendments 
to propose to the bill, which would test its strength. 
The one was to sirike out the provision to aliow 
arms to seitlers, and the other to allow rations. 
He said the object of the bill was to seitle th 
country, by giving one quarter section of land, asa 





enlice boys away 


our. 


’ 


secul- 








he considered ample. He thought it vetter to strike 
it out entirely, and leave the setilers to furnish 
themselves with arms. He would rather vote to 
give all of them arms, than to vote for those only 
who are above 21. 


Mr. BENTON cpposed this amendment. He 


reminded the Senator that, by the Jaws or the land, 
minor was not enticed tocarry arms. 

Mr. CONRAD moved to amend the amendmuert 
so as to strike out the allowance of “ ammunition ” 
to the setters; Which was agreed to 

Tae question now recurring On that portion of 


1 
++ 


ic amendment of Mr. Smirn, as amended, to 
strike from the bill providing “that arms and am 
munition will be furnished the settles by the 
United States, in cases where ihe settler shall not 
be able to furnish them himself.” 

Mr. PRESTON advocaied the adeption of this 
amendment, on the ground that the furnishing of 
arms would be a great expense io the United 
States; and that the arms, sucn as would be fur- 
nished, would noi suit the rurposes of the seitlers 
so well as the long rifle, which, no do 
settler would be willing to pri 
his own expense 

Mr. LINN opp. ed the 
out the propriety of tarnishing arms to such of the 
settlers as were not able to purchase them; many 
of whom, no donbt, would be debarred from going 
if it Was not done. 

Mr. ALLEN spoke at some length in favor of 
furnishing aris to the settlers, He was in favor of 
furnishing all of them arms, evea to the children— 
females, as well as males—w ho often, in the absence 
of their father, were compelled to defend, as they 
have in early setilements elsewhere defended, the 
stockade against the savage. He said that there 
were at least 500,000 stand of arms in the United 
States, distributed among the States and belong- 


ing to. the 


idl, every 
vide himself witb at 


amendment, and pointed 


Government, which were rusting 
and becoming worthless for the want of use. 
He was, therefore, in favor of distributing a 
portion to those sett'ers, which would not in fact 


incur any expense to the Government. He then 
‘poke of the importance of the passage of the bill, 
which he maintained, if it had been done when the 
bill was before the Senate several years ago, would 
have saved the Government at least 20 000.000 cf 
dollars. 

Tne question was then talren on this amendment 
hr. Smirna, and it was lost without a count. 
The question then recurred on the next amend- 


mentof Mr. Smira, proposing to strike 


ot 


Out lie 

words: 
‘ Ratfons, except the smal! paris thereof, will furnished 
forone year to suchs is may apply forthe same, deliver- 
ible fr me to tn in advance, at the nearest military 


Mr. SMITH said, if the proposition was to grant 


i 

the value of the ration, he would not be so much 
pp lio it. Butas it was, they wonld have to 
eepup thecommussary deparument there, sabject to 


he frau to which the regular service was 
hia 
Mr. BENTON showed that tt | dil not pro- 
nose the ordinary ration, but merely the lighter 
parts of the ration, which would cost but litte, and 
was but for one year, and only intended to cover t 


He showed 


erow out cf it. 
The question was then 


time to the raisin2 of the first crop, 
a'so that no abnses couk 
aken on the omend- 

ment, and it was di.agreed to withcut a count. 
There being no further amendment, the bill was 
reported io the &S 
Mr. WOODBURY suegested that, as th ject 
ef the bill was to have arapid and early setrle- 
ment, it might be proper to increase the bounty to 
ihose who seitie within the first siz months afier its 

passage, to a quarter or half-section more. 





But th ugyestion not being yle Ided to— 
The bill was ordered to be engressed for a third 


reading. 
Evgrossed bill providing fer the settlemert of the 


accounts of Si'as Deane was read the third time, 


and passed, 
THE NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. EVANS, chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, the House bill No. 76, 


making appropriations for the naval service for the 
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year 1542, was taken up, as in committee of the 
whole. 

The first amendment recommended by :he Com- 
mittee en Finance was, to strike out the proviso in 
the first page of the bil!, from line nine to line six- 
teen, inclusive, which reads as follows: 

“Provided, That, till oth®rwise ordered by ngress, no 
tof this, or any future or existing appropriation, shall be 
ipplied to the payment of any officers in the navy appotated 
after this date, beyond che number in each grade on the Ist day 


ot January, 1841: and that the excess now in the ser. ice beyond 


| 


that number shail be reduced as fast as deaths, resignations, 
and promotions will admit.”’ 

The question coming up on adopiing tnis amend- 
ment, 

Mr. WILLIAMS observed that, being a mem- 
ber of the Conrmittee on Naval Afizirs, 1 devolved 
upon him to state the vies of the minority of that 
commitiee on this sobj et. He was cpposed to the 
proposition to strike oat this proviso, and he 
wished, therefore, to know from h's colieague what 
reason he had to assign for the recommen D. 

Mr. EVANS <aid it was not his intention iv pro- 
Crasvaate the passage of this bili for a single mo- 
ment; for, if it were necessary, be could exhibit to 
the Senate urgent and weignty reasons for its spee- 
dy enactment; he should, ih refore, abstain from 
discussion, unless Senators were determined that 
discussion should take place. But, with regard to 
the proposed amendment, he would state the rea- 
sons which had influenced the Committee on Finance, 
to whom the bill had been referred. The amend- 
ment was proposed at the recommendation of the 
Committe on Naval Affairs, to whom that partic- 
ular part of the subject more properly belonged, 
and to whom the consideration of the proposition 
was submitted. The commitiee had recommend- 
ed the proposition, in the first place, because they 
deemed the provision inapprop:iate to te inserted 
in an appropriation bill. It was in the wrong 
place. It proposed legislation, and important legisla- 
tion, in respect to the organization of the navy; 
and it was connected with an appropriation bill, 
intended tor the support of the navy for the present 
year. That was the objeciion. If it were desira- 
ble toreduce the navy, or to introduce any changes 
or modifications whatever, they, in the judgment of 
the Committee on Finance, should stand upon their 
own merits, and be brought forward as an inde- 
pendent measure, upon the recommendation of the 
appropriate committee, or of those parties whose 
business it was to investigate these matters. 


The proviso which it was recommended should 
be stricken out enacts: 


i 
' 
} 
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“That no partot this, or any future ov existing appropria- 
tion, shall be sppled to the payment of any officers inthe navy 
appointed afier this date, beyond the number in each grade on 
the first day of January, 1841; and that the excess now in the 
service beyond that number shall be reduced as fast as deaths, 
resignations, and promotions wil! permit.” 

It seemed, therefore, that the bill proposed to 
define and limit the number of the ofiicers in the 
naval service, and to declare the numbers which 
cought hereafier to be continved in that service. 
Now, what evidence was there tat the number 
of fficers in commission on the Ist of January, 
i841, was the number which the service of the 
couniry required? Who examined the subject? 
Who recommended the enactmen'? The matter 
had never bern examined or investicated by the 
proper authories. ‘There had been no report 
from the Navy Commissioners; but the provision 
came to thein in an appropriation bill from the 
House of Repre entatives; aud he was of opinien, 
therefore, that it was allogether incorrect and im- 
proper—not having been recommended by those 
whose particular daties called upon them to turn 
their attent on 'o the subject. 

[here was also another reason, and one which 
seemed concinsive. The Senate had passed its 
judgment upon this matter, and had made a con- 
siderable enlargement in the naval service. The 
Senate, upon due celiberation, had consented to a 
ceriain amount of promotions; and they had done 
so, unques‘ionably, upon the idea that it was ne- 
cessary for the interests of the country that such 
advancement should be made. But this bill as- 
sumed that all this was unnecessary and irregular; 
and proposed to undo all that had been done, and 
deliberately done, with the advice and concurrence 
of this very body at its last session; and to reduce 





